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Resolution (The Chairman - Committees, The Duke of Buckingham and 
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GovERNMENT OF InDIA—TxHE Jornt CoMmMITTEE— 
Moved, ‘That the Orders of the 11th and 16th of March last be dis- 
charged,”—( The Secretary of State for India, The Earl of Kimberley) .. 4 
After short debate, Motion agreed to :—Orders discharged. 


~Parliamentary Elections (Returning Officers) Act (1875) 
. Amendment Bill (No. 162)— 
Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2*,””—( Zhe Lord President of the Council, 
Earl Spencer) .. es ee an 7 
Amendment moved, to leave out (« now,”) and add at the end of the Mo- 
tion (“ this day six months,”’)— ( The Marquess of Salisbury :)—After short 
debate, Amendment (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 
> Motion agreed to:—Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House Zo-morrow. 


£ Conveyancing (Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill (No. 163)— 
Q. Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 2+ a Secretary of Scotland, The 
. Earl of Dalhousie) . 17 
After short debate, on Question ? Resolved in the negative. 


International and Colonial Copyright Bill (No. 144)— 
Moved, ‘* That the Bill benow read 3*,””—( Zhe Lord Chancellor, Lord Herschell) 21 
Motion agreed to :—Bill read 3* accordingly, and passed. 
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Medical Acts Amendment Bill (No. 155)— 


House in Committee (according to order) . 
Amendments made; the Report thereof to be received To- -morrow ; and 


Bill to be printed, as amended. (No. 187.) 


Public Health Acts (Improvement Expenses) Bill (No. 143)— 


Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read 2°,” —( The Earl of Jersey) 
After short debate, Motion agreed to :—Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House Zo-morrow. 


Jurors’ Detention Bill (No. 142)— 
Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 2*,”—( The Lord FitzGerald) 
After short debate, on Question ? Resolved in the negative. 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Extraordinary) Redemption Bill (No. a: 


Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read 2*,”—( The Lord Sudeley) 
After short debate, Motion agreed to :—Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House 7o-morrow. 


Shop Hours Regulation Bill (No. 185)— 
Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 2°,” —{ The Lord Sudeley) 


After short debate, Motion agreed to: :—Bill read 2° accordingly, and com- 


mitted to a Committee of the Whole House Zo-morrow. 


Sea Fishing Boats (Scotland) Bill {u.1.}— 

Commons amendments considered (according to order) ; several ayreed to ; one disagreed 
to, and one agreed to with amendments: A Committee appointed to prepare a reason 
to be offered to the Commons for the said disagreement: The Committee to meet 
forthwith: Report from the Committee of a reason prepared by them; read, and 
agreed to; and a message sent to the Commons to return the said Bill with the reason 
and amendments. 


County Courts Consolidation Bill (No. 151)— 
Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 2*, Tn Lord Chancellor, Lord 


Herschell) ‘3 
Motion agreed to :—Bill read 2" ‘accordingly. 


Lunacy Bill (No. 13)— 
Order of the Day for the House to be put intv Committee, read od 
Order discharged :—Bill (by leave of the House) withdrawn. [8.15.] 


COMMONS, MONDAY, JUNE 21. 
PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


— 4) — 


Sh inklin and Chale Railway (Extension to Freshwater) Bill [ Lords |— 
Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the third time,” —( Sir Charles Forster) 
Bill to be read the third time upon Thursday. 


Paivate Bitts—Resolution (Zhe Chairman of Ways and Means, Mr. Courtney) 


Duil, Barnsley, aad West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill [ Lords |— 

Mowd, “ That Standing Orders 84, 214, 215, 223, and 229 be suspended, and that war 
Bill be now taken into consideration,” — (Sir Chirles Fo ‘ste’) oe 

Motion agreed to : —Bill considered. 

Amendment made. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time. 

Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments. 
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River Suck Drainage Bill— 

Moved, “That, in the case of the River Suck Drainage Bill, Standing Orders 84, 214, 
215, 223, and 239 be suspended, and that the’ Bill oy now taken into consideration, r 
( Sir Charles Forster) 

Moved, “That the consideration of the Bill be postponed until To- 
morrow,” —(Ifr. Sexton.) 

After short debate, Motion, by leave, withdrawn :—Bill considered. 

Moved, ‘‘ That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time,’”’—( Sir Charles Forster.) 

After further short debate, Motion agreed to:—Bill read the third time, 
and passed. [New Title. } 


Belfast Main Drainage Bill (by Order)— 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [31st May], 
(on Consideration of the Bill, as amended), ‘‘ That the Clause (Part 12. 
—Municipal Franchise), be now read a second time :”’—Question its 
proposed :— Debate resumed . 

After debate, Question put; —The House divided ; Ayes 128, Noes 98; 
Majority 30.—(Div. List, No. 140.) 

Clause added :—Bill to be read the third time. 


QUESTIONS. 


—_ 0— 


Post Orrice (InELanD)—Cork Posrmen—Goop Sxzrvice Srrrees—Question, 
Mr. Deasy; Auswer, Tie Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Henry H. 
Fowler) 

Civin SuRvice —Lower Dtviston CLerKs AND Warrrens—Question, Mr. 
Dixon-Hartland; Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Henry 
H. Fowler) “~ +s as 

Posr Orrice (IreLanp) — Granczortn, Co. Mearn—Question, Dr. 
O’ Doherty ; Answer, The Secretary to tho Treasury (Mr. H. H. Fowler) 

Esypt—Transiz ov SLAVES THROUGH THE Suez Canat—Question, Mr. A. E. 
Pease; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for — Affairs 
(Mr. Bryce) “4 

PartiaMenTaRY ELrorrons—MItiriaweEN Vorers—Question, The Earl of 
March; Answer, Tho Surveyor General of Ordnance (Mr. Woodall) .. 

Trave or British Inpta—Tue Bive Boox—Mnr. J. E. O'Conorn—Question, 
Mr. Ashton; Answer, The Under abd of State for India Are 
Stafford Howard) 

New Zearaxp—Tne Cemerery at Tavranca— Question, Admiral Field ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Osborne 
Morgan) 

PantiaMENTary ELEcrions (ScoTEaND)— Poutinc Srarions IN ARGYLLSHIRE 
— Question, Mr. Macfarlane; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. J. B. 
Balfour) 

Cenrrat Asta—Cotoxex Looxnart’s Exreprrton—Questions, ‘Mr. Ashmead- 
Bartlett, Lord Randolph Churchill; Answers, The Under Secretary of 
State for India (Mr. Stafford Howard) 

MercuanpisE (Frauputenr Marxinc) Britt — Question, ‘Mr. Ashmead- 
portnc Answer, The Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. ©. T. D. 
Acland ¥ ° 

Vonsmmmentuhenie OF THE Sures “ Heneterra” AND “ Josernine” 
Cxiaims oF British Susyects—Question, Mr. Kimber; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Bryce) 

Army—Tnae Review at AtpersHot—Question, Admiral Field; Answer, 
The Surveyor General of Ordnance (Mr. Woodall) 

CryLton—EocirstasticaL Grinrs—Question, Mr. Carvell Williams; An- 
swer, The Under Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Osborne 
Morgan) oe ee oe ee ee 
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Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir William Harcourt) .. 
MOTION. 





PartiaMEent—Tae Dissotvution— 

Moved, ‘‘ That this House will, at the rising of the House this day, 
adjourn till Thursday next "—( The Chancellor of the Exchequer, Sir Wil- 
liam Harcourt) ve ee oe 

After short debate, Motion agreed to. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


—o—— 


Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) Bill— 
Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the third time” 


Istanps or THE Soura Pacirio—Tuze New emnapensDtien OF THE 
GoveRNMENT—Question, Sir Walter B. Barttelot ; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Bryce) ee 
Crviz Service — Lower Drviston CLerKs AND Wrtrers—Observations, 
Mr. Puleston; Reply, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Henry H. 
Fowler) :—Short debate thereon 
Trape AND Commerce — Duties on Spanisit Wrves—Question, Mr. 
‘ Kimber; Answer, The ie gad to the Treasury - Henry H. 
Fowler) os P 
Motion agreed to :—Bill read the third time, ‘and passed. 


East Invia (Revenue Accounts)— 
Considered in Committec ee ea os ee 
(In the Committee.) 

Movei, “ That it cageen, by the Accounts laid before this House, that the Total 
Revenue of India for the year ending the 3ist day of March 1885 was £70,690,681 ; 
that the Total Expenditure in India and in England charged to Revenue was 
£71,077,127; that there was an excess of Expenditure over Revenue of £386,446, 
and that the Capital Outlay on Railways and Irrigation Works was £4,226,613, 
besides a Capital Charge of £1,314,746 in connection with the Purchase of the 
Eastern Bengal Railway, and in the Redemption of Liabilities,”—(7he Under Secre- 
tary of State for India, Mr. &tafford Howard.) 


After long debate, Resolution agreed to ; to be reported upon Thursday. 


Municipal Franchise (Ireland) Bill ; Bill 9)— 

Order for Committee read :— Moved, ‘‘ That Mr. Speaker do now leave 
the Chair” .. 

After short debate, Question put: —The House divided ; Ayes 66, Noes 17; 
Majority 49.—(Div. List, No. 141.) 

Bill considered in Committee :—After short timo spent therein, Bill re- 
ported, without Amendment:—Bill to be read the third time upon 
Thursday. 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill— 
Lords’ Amendments considered 
Moved, ‘‘That this Houss doth disagres ‘with The Lords in the said 
Amendments,” —(Mr. Parnell: )—After short debate, Motion, by leave, 
withdrawn. 
Lords’ Amendments further considered :—Several agreed to; several dis- 
agreed to; subsequent Amendments agreed to. 
Committee appointed “to draw up reasons to be assigned to The Lords for disagreeing 
to the Amendments to which this House hath disagreed : "—List of the Committee.. 
Reasons for disagreeing to The Lords’ Amendments reported, and agreed to: 
To be communicated to The Lords. 





Income Tax (LrverProor) — Iron Samive Sures—Question, Mr. Baily; 
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MOTIONS. 


—_o—— 

Post Orrice Mau Contrracr (Lonpon anp Sovrn Western Ratway 

Company AND Lonpon, Brickroy, anp Sourm Coast Ratiway 
Company) — 

Resolved, That the Contract with the London and South Western Railway Company and 

with the London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Company for the conveyance 


of the Mails to and from Portsmouth and Ryde be approved,’ —(The Secretary 
to the Treasury, Mr. Henry H. Fowler.) 


CoMMITTEES— 
Ordered, That all Committees have leave to sit, notwithstanding the 
Adjournment of the House,—(7he Chancellor of the Exchequer, Sir 
Wiiliam Harcourt) [ 1.80. } 


LORDS, TUESDAY, JUNE 22. 


Married Women (Maintenance in Case of Desertion) Bill— 


House in Committee (according to order) 

Amendments made. 

Moved, ‘‘ That Standing Order No. XXXYV. be suspended in order that 
the Bill be read a third time,”—( Zhe Lord Fitz Gerald.) 

After short debate, Motion agreed to. 

Standing Order No. XX XV. considered (according to order), and dispensed 
with: Amendments reported, and Bill read 3*, with the amendments, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Parliamentary Elections (Returning Officers) Act (1875) 
Amendment Bill (No. 162)— 
House in Committee (according to order) .. 
Amendments made; the Report thereof to be received To-morrow ; and 
Standing Order No. XXXV. to be considered in order to its being 
dispensed with. 


Public Health Acts (Improvement eres Bill (No. — 


House in Committee (according to order) . 
Bill (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Extraordinary) Redemption Bill (No. 174) 
Moved, ‘‘ That the House do now resolve itself into Committee on the said 
Bill,” —( The Lord Sudeley) . 
After short debate, Motion agreed to :—House in Committee. 
Amendments made; the Report thereof to be received 7o-morrow, and 
Standing Order No. XXXV. to be considered in order to its being 
dispensed with ; and Bill to be printed as amended (No. 193.) 


Westminster Abbey Restoration Bill (No. 183)— 


House in Committee (according to order) .. os 

Amendments made; the Report thereof to be received To-morrow, and 
Standing Order No. XXXV. to be considered in order to its being 
dispensed with ; and Bill to be printed as amended (No. 194.) 


Merchant Shippiug (Fishing Boats) Acts Amendment Bill— 
Order of the Day for the House to be put into Committee, read ee 
After short debate, Order discharged. 


Probation of First Offenders Bill (No. 185)— 
Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2*,”,—( The Earl of Belmore) 
After short debate, Order discharged, 
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Shop Hours Regulation Bill (No. 186)— 
Moved, ‘That the House do now resolve itself into Committee on the said 
Bill,” —( The Lord Sudeley) .. dt ae ‘3 
After short debate, Motion agreed to :—House in Committee accordingly: — 
Amendments made; the Report thereof to be received 7o-morrow, and 
Standing Order No. XXXYV. to be considered in order to its being 
dispensed with :—Bill to be printed, as amended (No. 199.) 


Intoxicating Liquors (Sale to Children) Bill (No. 176)— 
Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2*,”"—( The Lord FitzGerald) on 
After short debate, Motion agreed to :—Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- 

mitted to a Committee of the Whole House 7o-morrow, and Standing 
Order No. XXXY. to be considered in order to its being dispensed 
with. 


Post Orrice (IrnELanpD)—Nicnt Mar ArrancEMents—Question, The Earl 
of Longford ; Answer, The Postmaster General (Lord Wolverton) 


Post Orrice—Mait Service to Curva sy Canapran Pactric Ramnway— 
Question, The Earl of Harrowby; Answer, The Postmaster General 
(Lord Wolverton) o ° ee , 

PaLaceE oF WESTMINSTER—VENTILATION OF THE Houses oF PARLIAMENT— 
Question, The Earl of Longford; Answer, The First Commissioner 


of Works (The Ear! of Elgin) oe 
{8.15.] 


LORDS, WEDNESDAY, JUNE 23. 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Extraordinary) Redemption Bill (No. 193)— 
Moved, ‘‘That the Report of the Amendments be received,”—( Zhe Lord 
Sudeley ge od oe 0 ie 
After ed debate, Motion agreed to :—Amendment reported (according to 
order) ; further Amendments made: Then Standing Order No. XXXY. 
considered (according to order) and dispensed with: Bill read 3*, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and sent to the Commons; and to be printed 
asamended. (No. 203.) 


Shop Hours Regulation Bill (No. 199)— 
Moved, ‘‘ That the Report of the Amendments be received,’’—( The Lord 
Sudeley) ne - ota és at 


Amendment moved, 

To leave out all the words after (‘‘ That’’) and insert (“it is not desirable to prezeed 
further with this Bill until the evidence upon the subject taken before the Select 

Committee of the House of Commons has been communicated to this House,’”’)—-{ The 
Earl of Wemyss.) 

After short debate, on Question, That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Motion? Resolved in the affirmative: Amendments 
reported accordingly. 

Standing Order No. XX XV. considered (according to order), and dispensed 
with: Bill read 3*, with the Amendments, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons; and to be printed as amended (No. 204.) 


Intoxicating Liquors (Sale to Children) Bill (No. 176)— 
House in Committee (according to order) . yo os 
Standing Order No. XXXV. considered (according to order), and dispensed 
with: Amendments reported: Bill read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons; and to be printed as amended 
(No. 205,) 
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Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill (No, 198)— 
Commons Reasons for disagreeing to some of the Lords’ Amendments 
considered (according to order) 
Bill returned to the Commons, with Amendments. 
[5.30.] 


LORDS, THURSDAY, JUNE 24. 


Customs DeparTMENT—ReEpDUNDANT CoLLEcTors—Question, The Earl of 
Limerick ; Answer, The Paymaster General (Lord Thurlow) oe 
CatsHor Castte—Question, Viscount Barrington; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for War (Lord Sandhurst) 4 
Prisons (Scortanp) — Sriruinc Prison — Question, The Earl of Mar and 
Kellie ; Answer, The Secretary for Scotland (The Earl of Dalhousie) : 
—Short debate thereon ; 
Moved, ‘‘That the House do adjourn during pleasure,” — (The Earl 
Spencer.) 
MeErTRopoLitaAN IMPROVEMENTS—HybE Park enna — OSE Earl 


Fortescue oe et 
ParLiAMENT—TaE DissoLv ign rieavilbaeil Lord pismas: The Earl of 
Feversham 


Motion agreed to: House adjourned during pleasute ; and sesame’ by The 
Lorp CHANCELLOR. 


Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill— 

Returned from the Commvuns with several of the amendments, agreed to, and several 
disagreed to, together with a reason for such disagreement: The said reason con- 
sidered (on Motion): Moved not to insist on the amendments to which the Commons 
have disagreed ; on question, resolved in the afirmative. 


Sea Fishing Boats (Scotland) Bill [«.1.J— 

Returned from the Commons with the amendments to which the Lords have disagreed 
not insisted on, and the amendments made by the Lords to the amendments made by 
the Commons agreed to. 

[ 8.15. ] 


COMMONS, THURSDAY, JUNE 24. 
PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


—j—— 


Betrast Main Dratnace Bitt—Resotvtion— 
Moved, ‘‘ That, in the case of the Belfast Main Drainage Bill, mene Orders 243 “ 
247 be suspended, ”’—( Mr. Dodds) (for Sir Charles Forster) 
After short debate, Question put: — The House divided ; Ayes 86, 
Noes 63 ; Majority 27.—(Div. vist, No. 142.) 


Private Brtts— 

Order of June 2ist, ‘‘ That as regards Private Bills to be returned by the House of 
Lords, with Amendments, such Amendments be considered on the next sitting of the 
House after the day on which the Bill shall have returned from the Lords,’’ read, 
and discharged. 

Ordered, Thats as regards Private Bills already returned (or to be returned this day), 
with Amendments, such Amendments be considered forthwith, — (Sir Charles 
Forster.) 


Tramways Order in Council (Ireland) Bill | Zords] (No. 132)— 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Order of the House of the 21st June, referring the Tramways Order 
in Council _(Ireland) Bill { Lords] to the Examiners of Petitions for Priv ate Bills be 
read, and discharged,’ —( he Chief Secretary for Ireland, Mr. John Morley) ee 
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Tramways Order in Council: (Iteland) Bilt { Lords]}— continued. 


After debate, Question put, and agreed to. 

Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second time,”—{ Mr: John Morley). . 

After short debate, Motion agreed to :—Bill read a second time. 

Mowed, * That: Mr, Speaker do now leave the Chair,”—( The Sseretary to 
the Treasury, Mr. Henry H. Fowler) 

After short debate, Question put, and agreed to :—Bill considered i in Com- 
mittee, 

After short time spent therein, Bill reported, with Amendments; as 
amended, considered; read the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Shanklin and Chale Raioay (Extension to Freshwater) Bilt. | Lords) (by 

Order)— 

Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read the third time,”—(/r. Dodds) ii 

Amendment propésed, to leave out the word “now,” and at the end 
of the Question to add the words “‘upon this day three months,”’— 
(Mr. T. H. Bolton.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question :’ 
— After debate, Question put, and negatived. 

Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to:—Third Reading put of 
for three months. 


QUESTIONS. 


en 


Tvrxey—Re tictovs InroLERANcE—Question, Mr, Dixon-Hartland ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Bryce) ‘ 

Army (Auxritary Forces)—Votunteers at ALDERsHor—Question, General 
Goldsworthy ; Anuswer, The Surveyor General of Ordnance (Mr. 
Woodall) se 

Royat Parks ANd PLEASURE Garvexs—Kew GARDENS — _ Question, Mr. 
Bradlaugh ; Answer, Mr. Leveson Gower (A Lord of the Treasury) 

Irtso Lanp ‘Comission —APPEALS—Cast OF OHARLES Kerty—Question, 
Mr. ‘Biggar; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board 
(Mr, Stansfeld) 

Crime AnD OvTRAGE (Irenaxp)— Tur Riots ar Betr Ast—Questions, Mr. 
Biggar, Mr. Sexton; Answers, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Stansfeld) 

Merroroiitan [mMPRoVEMENTS—HEMMING’S Row—Question, Mr. W. H. 
Smith; Answer, The Chairman of the erator Board of Works 
(Sir James M ‘Garel- Hogg) 

War Deprarrment—Tue Royat ARTILLERY " Instrrvtion—Question, Mr. 
Seager Huut ;° Answer, The Surveyor General of Ordnance oe 
Woodall) 

Royat Parks anp Preascre Garpens—Ovouists 1x Hype Park AND 
Kensineton Gakpeys—Question, Mr. Bradlaugh; Answer, Mr. Leveson 
Gower (A Lord of the Treasury) 

VENEZUELA—Prorection to Britisu Sunsects—Question, General Golds- 


worthy; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 


(Mr. Bryce) .. if 

West Inviax Coxosms—Tur Comserorat ConFERENCE AT "WASHINGTON — 
Question, Mr. Baden-Powell; Answer, The Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Bry ce) 

Came anp Ovrrace (Inetinn)—Ridts “ar > Mowadnaw2J Questions; Di. 
Commins, Mr. Sexton ; Answers; The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr: Stansfeld) sé 

Tue Nersertanps GovERNMENT — ALLEGED OrrresstvE , PROCEEDINGS 
rowarps Mr. Goppey at Cvracao—Question, “Mt Banister’ cher; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of Stats for Foreign Affairs (Mr: Bryce) 
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LANDLORD AND TENANT ([RELAND)—Satz or Lanp at Exon, Co. Liwerick— 
Question, Dr. Commins; Answer, The President of the Local Govern- 
16 ment Board (Mr. Stansfeld) > 250 


Arms (IrELanp) Act—Szizure or ARMS AT Seepasuind; Co. Peseanaen 
Question, Mr. Henry Campbell; Auswer, The President of the Local 
3 Government Board (Mr. Stansfeld) 3 251 


Crorrers (Scorranp) Act—TuE Suicide tent OF THE Conitittbatoak’tiade: 
tion, Mr. Fraser-Mackintosh; Answer, Mr. Manerieake (Tong eertten 
of the Household) *f- 251 


Intanp Revenve—Inocome Tax IN i cso taguilens Mr. E. Goudusiete 
Answers, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Henry H. Fowler) «. 252 
Tirnze Rent-Cuarce Commisstoners (IreLAnp) — Question, Mr. Seager 
Hunt ; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
9 Stansfeld) be -. 252 
IrELAnD — IMPORTATION OF Norpenretr CARTRIDGES _ Questions, Mr. 
Biggar, Mr. Sexton; Answers, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Stansfeld) “a 253 
Nationa Epvucarron (Inevanp) — Tue EXAMINATIONS Question, Dr. 
Kenny; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Stansfeld) .. 254 
Crime AND OUTRAGE (Inetanp)—Rror AT Srewarrsrown—Question, Dr. 
Tanner; Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 


Stansfeld) id ee «. 255 
JAPAN—ReEvision oF TREATIES — Question, Mr. Baden-Powell ; Answer, 

The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs e r. Bryce) -. 256 
; Tue Maaistracy (Irnetanp) — Mr. P. O’Berrne—Tuae Narionat League — 
Question, Mr. Biggar; Answer, The President of the Local Govern- 

ment Board (Mr. Stansfeld) is f' +s 267 


Army (Orpnance Department) —Smant Arms—TaEe Martini Breecu- 
Brock — Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton; Answer, The Surveyor 
General of Ordnance (Mr. Woodall) < 257 

Law anv Justice (Enatanp anp WatEs)—Devon QuarTER Sessions—Case 
or Cuartes Towitt—Question, Mr. Howell; Answer, The Secretary to 
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Several Amendments disagreed to ; several ogreed to. 

Committee appointed, “to draw up Reasons to be assigned to the Lords for disagreeing 


to the Amendments to which this House hath disagreed :’’—List of the Committee .. 
oe Lol 
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PROROGATION OF THE PARLIAMENT-- 
The Royat Assent was given to several Bills; and afterwards Her 
Masesty’s Most Gracious Sprxrcu was delivered to both Houses by the 
Lorp CuancELLor (pursuant to Her Majesty’s Command.) 


Then a Commission for proroguing the Parliament was read. 


After which, 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR said— 
My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

By virtue of Her Majesty’s Commission, under the Cireat Seal, to us and other Lords 
directed, and now read, we do, in Her Majesty’s Name and in obedience to Her Com- 
mands, prorogue this Parliament to Thursday the 15th day of J uly next, to be then 
here holden; and this Parliament is accordingly prorogted to Thursday the 15th 
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Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) ® ; Public 
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Second Reading—Married Women (Maintenance 
in Case of Desertion) * (164) ; Parliamentary 
Elections (Returning Officers) Act (1876) 
Amendment (162); Conveyancing (Scot- | 
land) Acts Amendment (163), negatived ; 
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(143); Jurors’ Detention (142), megatived ; 
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(173); Tithe Rent-Charge (Extraordinary) | 
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= * (159) ; ‘Coal Mines * (160). 
Committee—Repor t—Third Reading — Turnpike 
Roads (South Wales) * (161), and passed. 
Report—Third Reading —Tramways Order in 
Council (Ireland) * (132), and passed. 
| Third Reading — International and Colonial 
Copyright (144), and passed. 
| Withdrawn—Lunacy (13). 
| Provistonat Oxper Britis — First Reading— 
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Government of India— 





CENTRAL. ASIA—COLONEL LOOK- 
HART’S EXPEDITION. 
‘QUESTION. 


In reply to Lord ELtensoroven, 


Tne SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (The Earl of Kusperuey) said : 
Colonel Lockhart, after visiting Gilgit 
and Chitral, on a journey of exploration, 
has passed into Lower Badakshan. on 
his return to India by the country of 
the Hindoo Khush. There is no truth 
in a recent report that Colonel Lockhart 
and his party have been seized and 
ippulsdoel in Badakshan. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILLS, 


Resolved, That the promoters of every Private 
or Provisional Order Confirmation Bill which 
shall have been introduced into this House in 
the present Session of Parliament, and which 
shall have passed this House and been sent to 
the House of Commons, or which shall be 
pending in this House, shall have leave to in- 
troduce the same in the next Session of Parlia- 
ment, provided that notice of their intention to 
do so lodged in the Private Bill Office not 
later than Three o'clock on the day prior to the 
close of the present Session ; and that all fees 
due thereon, up to that period, be paid : 

That an alphabetical list of all such Bills, with 
a statement of the stages at which they shall 
have arrived, shall be prepared in the Private 
Bill Office, and printed : 

That such Bills shall be deposited in the 
Private Bill Office not later than ‘lhree o'clock 
on or before the third day on which the House 
shall sit after the next meeting of Parliament, 
with a declaration annexed thereto, signed in 
the case of a Private Bill by the agent, and in 
the case of a Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill by an officer of the department by which 
the Orders to be confirmed by such Bill are 
made, stating that the Bill is the same in every 
respect as the Bill at the last of the pro- 
ceedings thereon in this House in the present 
Session, and where any sum of money has been 
deposited, as required by Standing Order No. 57, 
that such deposit has not been withdrawn, 
together with a certificate of that fact, from the 
proper officer of the court in which such money 
was deposited : 

That the proceedings on such Bill shall be 
pro forma. only in regard to every stage 
through which the same shall have passed in 
the present Session; and that no new fees be 
charged in regard to such stages: 

That as regards all Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills which shall have been 
brought from the House of Commons in the 
present Session such Bills shall be allowed to 

roceed to the same stage at which they shall 
have arrived in the present Session, on the 
same conditions as those set forth in the pre- 
eeding Orders in respect of Bills originating in 
this House; the declaration to be signed as 
aforesaid, stating that the Bill is in every 
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respect the same as when brought to this House 
in this Session : : 

Thatifanysuch Bill shall have been amended 
in this House in the present Session, the same 
Amendments shall be inserted by the Committee 
on the Bill: 

That the Standing Orders by which the 
proceedings on Bills are regulated shall not 
apply to any Private or Provisional. Order 
Confirmation Bill which shall have originated 
in this House or been brought up from the 
House of Commons in the present Session, in 
regard to any of the stages through which the 
same shall have passed : 

That all Petitions presented in this Session 
relating to any Private Bill shall, if necessary, 
be referred to the Committee on,the Bill in the 
next Session : 

That no petitioners shall be heard before the 
Committee on any Bill unless their petition 
shall have been presented within the time 
limited in the present Session, unless that time 
shall not have expired before it closes, in which 
case, in order to be heard, their petition shall 
be presented not later than the fourth day on 
which the House shall sit in the next Session. 
—(The Chairman of Committees.) . 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA—THE JOINT 
COMMITTEE.—MOTION, 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (The Earl of Kiwertey), in 
rising to move to discharge the Orders 
of the 11th and 16th of March last re- 
specting the Select Committee on the 
operation of the Act for the better Go- 
vernment of India (1858) and certain 
other Acts relating to India, said, he 
wishei to explain why the Committee 
appointed by the Lords to act with a 
Committee to be appointed by the Com- 
mons had never acted. When the Com- 
mittee was first proposed in that House 
the noble Marquess opposite (the Mar- 

uess of Salisbury) and the noble 
Viscount (Viscount Cranbrook) at once 
met the proposal in the most friendly 
manner, and offered every fe<ility for 
its appointment. The Committee was 
accordingly appointed, and a Message 
was sent to the other House, inviting 
them to appoint a similar Committee to 
act in conjunction with the Committee 
of their Lordships in conducting the 
inquiry. But in the other House an 
opposition arose, and certainly from a 
most unexpected quarter—namely, from 
the noble Lord his Predecessor in his 
par Office (Lord Randolph Churchill). 

e had been unable to gather the pre- 
cise reason for the opposition, as, owing 
to the course which was taken, the ques- 
tion never came to be discussed in tho 
other House; but he understood that 
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the noble Lord, although he had stated 
that the question of the Government of 
India was one into which he thought 
there must be a real inquiry, objected 
to the number of Members of which it 
was proposed that the Committee should 
consist, and blocked the Motion of the 
Government. It was proposed that it 
should consist of 15 Members from each 
House, or 30 in all. Now, all the In- 
dian Committees had been large; in 
1830-2 the Committee of their Lord- 
ships which inquired into the Charter 
of the East India Company consisted of 
22 Members, and that of the other 
House of 35 Members; and again in 
1852 the Committees of the two Houses 
were somewhat larger, consisting, as 
they did, of 30 in the Lords and 31 
in the Commons. He had been told— 
but he could scarcely believe it—that 
some objection had been taken be- 
cause the Committee consisted of per- 
sons not altogether official. He en- 
tirely appreciated the importance of a 
Committee consisting of Members of 
large official experience; but for an 
inquiry of the kind proposed it was 
absolutely necessary to have some per- 
sons not connected with Office, who 
might come to the consideration of the 
matter from a broader point of view. 
He was surprised at the position taken 
up by the noble Lord the late Secretary 
of State for India, because that noble 
Lord had taken a prominent part in 
supporting the idea of an inquiry. 

Tue Marquess or SALISBURY: 
I do not understand the statements of 
the noble Earl to rest on any formal 
basis. He is referring to what has not 
been said in the other House. Has he 
any evidence ? 

Te Eart. or KIMBERLEY said, that 
his evidence was that the noble Lord 
the late Secretary of State for India 
had opposed the appointment of the 
Committee, and he had. reason to be- 
lieve that the noble Lord’s objections 
were that there were too many persons 
proposed, and that he desired that the 
Committee should consist of 15 or 16 per- 
sons, nearly the whole of whom should be 
connected with Office in this country, or 
in India. The noble Lord had made a 
speech in June last year recommending 
a largeand comprehensive Parliamentary 
inquiry into the whole operation of the 
Government of India ; and he(the Earl of 
Kimberley) thought, whatevertheground 
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of his Lordship’s objections might be, it 
was extremely unfortunate that the late 
Secretary of State for India, after having 
given rise by his course of conduct to 
the great. expectations that had been 
undoubtedly formed in India upon the 
matter, pe have felt it necessary to ob- 
struct and prevent the inqui sed 
by Her Majesty"s Gbverniiien he Go- 
vernment much regretted that the in- 
quiry had not taken place. The affairs 
of India were not a matter about which 
any pranks could be played by any 
statesman desiring to be taken seriously. 
He had said this to show that it was 
not the fault of the Government, nor 
yet of noble Lords opposite, but of a 
single man, that the inquiry had not 
taken place. But for that opposition 
the inquiry might have made some pro- 

ess, and great disappointment was 
elt in India on account of its postpone- 
ment. He was, however, glad to 
able to take the opportunity of saying 
that he thought it probable that the 
Government might arrange for the 
appointment of a Commission by the 

iecroy of India for the purpose of 
examining important questions in con- 
nection with the admission of Natives 
to the Civil Service in India, although 
he was not yet in a position to an- 
nounce it authoritatively. If such an 
inquiry should take place in India, it 
would facilitate the dealing hereafter, 
by Parliamentary legislation, with the 
subject, and might tend to allay the 
disappointment, or, at all events, go to 
show that this country was not indif- 
ferent to the wants of India. He would 
make the Motion of which he had given 
Notice. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Orders of the 11th 
and 16th of March last be discharged.” 
—(The Earl of Kimberley.) 

Tne Marquess or SALISBURY: 
The course taken by the noble Earl is, 
I think, somewhat inconvenient and 
unusual. The excellent speech which 
we have just heard should have been 
delivered by the Under Secretary of 
State for India in the other House. If 
objection is taken in the House to any- 
thing done by my noble Friend (Lord 
Randolph Churchill) he is quite com- 
petent to defend himself. I should have 
thought the simpler plan would have 
been for the Under Secretary of State 
for India to have moved the appoint 
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ment of the Committee in the House of 
Commons. 

Tae Eart or KIMBERLEY: We 
could not do so. The Motion was 
blocked by the noble Lord. 

Tue Marqvessor SALISBURY ; But 
that only means that it could not come 
on after balf-past 120’clock. The Go- 
vernment were perfectly competent to 
bring the subject on at an earlier hour, 
when there was somebody who was in a 

osition to examine it. All my noble 
iend did was to, insist that the dis- 
cussion should take place at a time of 
night when people could give attention 
to it, and when matters of such extreme 
importance as the government of India, 
and the controversial question as to the 
numbers and composition of the Com- 
mittee could be properly discussed and 
settled by those competent to do so. 
The Government, however, did not 
choose to give the time for this im- 
portant subject, and they now fall foul 
of my noble Friend, because he insisted 
upon not going on after half-past 12, 
and they repeat a number of objections 
not stated publicly, and which, if they 
were to be discussed at all, should have 
been discussed across the floor of the 
other House of Parliament, in face of 
my noble Friend, and where a decision 
could have been come to. If the inquiry 
has failed, the responsibility for its 
failure rests with Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment. 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY : If Her 
Majesty’ Government be in Office after 
the General Election they will again 
propose the appointment of the Indian 
Committee. 

Motion agreed to. 


Orders discharged. 





PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (RE- 
TURNING OFFICERS) ACT (1875) 
AMENDMENT BILL,.—(No. 162.) 

(The Lord President of the Council, Earl Spencer.) 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

Tue LORD PRESIDENT or tue 
COUNCIL (Earl Spencer), in rising to 
move that the Bill be now read a 
second time, said, that the measure was 
not originally a Government measure. 
It was introduced in, “another place”’ 
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ceived various changes since. The pria- 
ciple of the Bill, however, as it came u 
to their Lordships’ House, was one whic 
contained sufficient importance, in his 
judgment, to justify the Government in 
accepting it; and therefore it was that 
he had undertaken to move the second 
reading of the measure. In further cor- 
roboration of that statement, he had to 
point to the Bill of his noble Friend the 
Secretary for Scotland (the Earl of Dal- 
housie), who would move the second 
reading of the Bill relating to Scotland 
when the present one had been disposed 
of by their Lordships. That Bill was 
the same as this in its general principles, 
He need not enter into the history of tho 
measure in ‘‘another place.” Originally 
there were two Bills introduced dealing 
with this subject; one shortly after the 
other. One of the Bills, however, was 
withdrawn, and the Bill which was now 
before their Lordships received a second 
reading in the other House. As origi- 
nally introduced in the House of Com- 
mons, it was a measure to enable the 
making of appeals to the Taxing Officer 
of a Higher Court, in matters relating 
to charges connected with the Returning 
Officer’s expenses. That was a very im- 
portant matter, especially with regard to 
Ireland. Subsequently, a clause was 
introduced reducing the maximum 
charges which a Returning Officer 
could make on various matters. This 
provision was thought necessary, as a 
great many changes had taken place 
since the Act of 1875, when the costs of 
ballot boxes, &c. were first charged for. 
Those charges had now been consider- 
ably reduced, and a clause had, therefore, 
been introduced in the Schedule re- 
ducing the charges. Lastly, there was 
the introduction of a clause to throw 
the cost of these charges on «he public 
rates. 

Tse Eart or SELBORNE: In the 
counties only. | 

Earn SPENCER said, all those clauses 
had one important bearing on elections. 
They tended to the reduction of the cost 
of elections. He believed that to be a 
most important principle, and especially 
important now, when the recent changes 
in the representation had, to a consider- 
able extent, enabled particular classes 
to have Members of their own class re- 
turned to Parliament. He attached 
great importance to that principle, and 


by some Irish Members, and it had re- | cordially supported it, for he thought it 
The Marquess of Salisbury 
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was desirable that no unnecessary check 
should be placed by the expenditure of 
elections on the return of those’ Mem- 
bers. There would atways be a consi- 
derable personal expense connected with 
elections, quite independent of the neces- 
sary and unavoidable expenses which 
were connected with Returning Officers’ 
charges ; and he thought it was import- 
ant and good policy to make these latter 
expenses as moderate as possible. He 
also cordially approved of the principle 
of throwing the charges on the rates, and 
hoped that the provision would he passed 
into law, just as much as the other part 
of the Bill dealing with the reduction of 
the maximum charges. The principle 
was no new one. At the elections of 
various Municipal Bodies, such as Sani- 
tary Boards, Municipal Councils, and at 
those of School Boards, the expenses of 
the Returning Officers were charged on 
the public rates. He did not see why, if 
the principle was right in the elections of 
Municipal Bodies, it should not be ap- 
plied to Parliamentary Elections. He, 
therefore, thought it was equally just 
and desirable to maintain the principle 
in this case too. He trusted that their 


Lordships would see fit to affirm the | 


principle of the Bill. In regard to the 
portion of the Bill reducing the maxi- 
mum charges of the Returning Officers, 
there was very little difference of opi- 
nion, and it was not a Party question. 
Members of the Front Opposition Bench 
in the other House took part in the dis- 


cussion, and the clauses were amended | 


by general consent. There was, how- 
ever, he must say, some difference of opi- 
nion as to the clause he had referred to 
which threw the Returning Officer’s ex- 
penses on to the rates, and likewise to 
the Schedule reducing that officer’s 
charges for printing. The noble Mar- 
quess opposite (the Marquess of Salis- 
bury) had given Notice that he would 
move the rejection of the measure. He 
(Earl Spencer) did not know whether the 
noble Marquess was desirous of throw- 
ing out the whole measure, or whether 
he wished to take the opinion of their 


Lordships only on that part of the Bill | 


which referred to the charges being 
thrown on the rates. He hoped, if their 
Lordships wished to express an opinion 
upon that matter only, they would do so, 
and not contest the whole subject-matter 
of the Bill. It seemed to him that their 


Lordships would be placed in a very falee 
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' position {indeed if they showed them- 


| Selves disposed: to encourage unneces- 
|Sary expenditure on the part of Re- 
| turning Officers; for all expenditure of 
| that sort must tend indirect to <r 
| and corruption at elections,'as to whic 

| Parliament had, of late years; taken 
great pains to put down. » He. con- 
| sidered this measure to be one of ve 

| considerable importance, and one whic 

| excited very general imterest in the eoun- 
| try; and he should regret extremely if 
| their Lordships put themselves in the 
| false position of appearing fo increase 
the expenditure of elections at the pre- 
sent time. Therefore, he sincerely 
trusted their Lordships would pass the 
| Bill, the second reading of which he 
would now move. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Billbe now read 2*.”’ 
| —(The Lord President of the Council, Exrl 
Spencer.) 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY said, 
the noble Earl opposite (Karl Spencer) 
| had justly told’ the House that the Bill 
| was not, in the other House, a Govern- 
ment measure. That was a very in- 
teresting statement, because it pointed 
out to them the extremely delicate and 
artificial character of the promises that 
were made by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. On Thursday, the 10th of this 
month, the Prime Minister announced 
that no contentious Business in the 
hands of any Member of the Government 
would be proceeded with; but he did 
not say that contentious Business ‘not 
| then in their hands, but which would be 
, put into their hands a few days after- 

wards, would not beproceeded with ; and, 
| no doubt, that constituted in the mind 
of the Prime Minister an enormous dis- 
tinction. What the Government had 
' done was this—they had 'promised* that 
| the contentious Business in their own 
hands should be dropped, and this they 
had done; but other Business in other 
people’s hands had not been dropped, 
and this they were now pushing on; 
and that was their idea of keeping 
a Parliamentary promise. The Bill 
consisted of three parts. As it was in- 
troduced, as it passed the second read- 
ing, as it was passed through the Com- 
mittee of the Rian of Commons, it was 
an unobjectionable Bill, seeing that it 
was a Bill for the purpose of providing 
an appeal for the more accurate taxation 
of costs of Returning Officers. If the 
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Bill had remained in that form, he (the 
Marquess of Salisbury) did not supposo 
that a single noble Lord would have 
raised any objection to it, or any discus- 
sion aboutit. That part of the Pill was, 
to his mind, purely unobjectionable ; and 
if Her Majesty’s Government were will- 
ing—as he judged from some words of 
the noble Earl—to accept the proposal 
to reduce the Bill to its original dimen- 
sions as it left the first Committee in the 
House of Commons, and were willing to 
make it their own in that sense, he 
would willingly withdraw all opposition 
to the Bill. But subsequently to that 
stage additions had been made to the 
Bill. It was re-committed, and there 
were two additions made to it. The 
first was the addition of the Schedule 
reducing the prices to which the Return- 
ing Officers were entitled—and which 
had been settled after much consulta- 
tion—by the Act of 1875, to charge for 
certain duties which they did at the 
election. He thought that the Act of 
1875 was introduced by Sir Henry James. 
It was carefully considered, and he be- 
lieved it was thought satisfactory. He 
was not at all saying that that Act was 
incapable of revision, and it was pos- 
sible that the prices charged might be 
examined with advantage. But they 
had not been examined. There was no 
Committee appointed to consider them ; 
there was no evidence before their Lord- 
ships to show the grounds on which the 
arbitrary figures now inserted in the 
Schedule were substituted for those 
existing at present by law. The opera- 
tion had been performed at the begin- 
ning of June of putting the Schedule 
into the Bill, and naturally the Return- 
ing Officers—especially imagining it to 
be an Irish Bill—the Enghsh Return- 
ing Officers did not bestir themselves 
very much about it till the discussions 
had taken place recently, and then they 
awoke to what was going on. He had 
received a large number of representa- 
tions from Returning Officers in every 
part of the country, complaining that 
this new Schedule of prices had been in- 
serted in the Bil! apparently without any 
examination or evidence as to their just- 
ness, and that some of them were utterly 
absurd. He would give tome instances 
of the objections which they took. In 
the first place, the deposit which had to 
be made by carididates was very largely 
reduced. Now, their Lordships would 
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see that these deposits were a very im- 
portant matter; eat they did not 
always know that when a candidate had 
passed through his election he was a 
person from whom they might get any- 
thing. They might or they might not; 
and, therefore, it was only reasonablo 
that some kind of security should be 
given to the Returning Officer that he 
should be enabled to recover those 
charges, and so that he should not be 
put to the difficult processes of law in 
order to recover. Under the present law, 
the deposit required in acounty of averago 
size was from £550 to £700. Under the 
law as it was to be, the deposit was re- 
duced to £200. The fall was, therefore, 
very great. If the fall was too great, 
the loss fell entirely on the Returning 
Officer—that was to say, on the Sheriffs. 
It was but reasonable, therefore, that 
they should take precautions to ascer- 
tain, before they allowed this great 
change, that it had not been made un- 
justly. Then, again, by the law as it 
stood at present, £7 7s. were allowed to 
the Returning Officer for fitting up a 
polling booth ; the Bill reduced the sum 
to £2. There were other matters of 
much smaller degree; for instance, the 
charge for a ballot box was to be 10s., 
whereas, under the law as it at present 
stood, it was £1 1s,; 10s. was allowed 
for a stamping instrument under the 
Act of 1875, but it was now proposed to 
reduce that sum to 2s. 6d.; and he was 
informed that no good stamping instru- 
ment could be bought for less than 
7s. 6d. The result of all this was hard, 
indeed, on the Returning Officers. He 
had communications from Returning 
Officers in Essex, Kent, Sussex, Surrey, 
Middlesex, some Irish Returning Officers, 
and from the Town Clerk of Flint, who 
acted as Returning Officer in neighbour- 
ing Welsh counties, and they uil stated 
that these reductions had been made 
without any facts to base them on, and 
would be eminently unjust. A Return- 
ing Officer for the county of Middlesex 
said that, under the Bill as it now stood, 
it was perfectly clear that the next Elee- 
tion would cost the Sheriffs and Under 
Sheriffs a considerable sum under the 
present scale, and that the present Bill 
would be properly called “A Bill for 
fining the Sheriffs £500 a-piece.” He 
did not think anyone would desiro that 
those expenses should be greater than 
they need be; but they ought to pause 
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d a scale on such an 
utter want of evidence as had been dis- 
played in regaid to this, Then, as to 
the part which dealt with the transfer 


13 
before they 


of these charges to the rates. On the 
llth of June, the day after the Prime 
Minister had announced that no more 
contentious Business would be taken, at 
8 o'clock in, the morning, in a thin 
House, Mr. Labouchere moved the re- 
committal of the Bill with respect to this 
clause, and carried by, he_ believed, a 
majority of 93 to 67, a clause throwing 
the expenses of the Returning Officer on 
the rates in counties only. Why counties 
only had .been selected solely, for that 
privilege he could not conceive, but soit 
was. Let their Lordships observe the 
peculiarities of this piece of legislation. 
In the first place, at the time the Motion 
was brought forward in the House of 
Commons the securities given by the 
half-past 12 Rule were evaded by re- 
commitment, a stage later than that to 
which the half-past 12 Rule applied. 
Therefore, there was no security for the 
attendance of Members. But not only 
was that the case, but it was brought on 
at a time when the House was paralyzed 
by the announcement of a Dissolution, 
for, with no disrespect to the House. of 
Commons, he might say that he had 
always found that it was not at such 
times in possession of all its Constitu- 
tional faculties. Half the Members or 
more were away in the country looking 
after their seats, all Governmental dis- 
cipline was relaxed, and probably more 
than one Member of the Government 
was stumping in one part or another of 
the country. There was no sufficient 
eupervision. of any kind, He did not 
think, at any time, a measure of this 
kind should be passed on the responsi- 
bility of a prints Member, for it ought 
to be on the sole responsibility of the 
Government; but it ssemed to him that 
to pass, at 3 o’clock in the morning, at 
a stage of the Bill when further re- 
consideration.was almost impossible, and 
to pass it in spite of the promise of the 
Government that no contentious Business 
should be taken, a measure which would 
save the Members of the House of Com- 
mons who might take a partin the coming 
Election an expenditure of some £200 or 
£300 savoured somewhat of self-interest, 
and was not a proceeding which their 
Lordships, ought to approve. He did 
not wish it to be supposed that such a 
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motive was present to their minds—such 
a contention would be absurd; but when 
the House. of Commons sought to, put 
such charges on the public purse there 
ought to be some amount of decorum 
observed in. such proceedings, and they 
had the right, to ask that they should be 
taken only when they could be fully 
considered and discussed,, He did not 
wish to go into the policy,of this pro- 
posal; but he was afraid the danger of 
this sort of legislation would, of course, 
be the encouragement of vexatious con- 
tests. If they removed from the candi- 
dates the absolutely obligatory expenses 
of the Returning Officer,.a man might 
enter into a contest with practically no 
fear of a monetary penalty to himself, and 
yet he might put bis opponent to £1,200 
or £1,500 costs. It must be obvious that 
such a. measure as that would notonly not 
diminish the cost of elections, but, on the 
contrary, largely increase them. _ He 
must say also.a word for the, poor rate- 
payer... Why was this charge to, be put 
upon him?,. Why not, the taxpayer? 
Why should not the expense be paid out 
of the taxes, for surely, if anything, it 
was an Imperial, not a local, concern? 
The noble Earl had told them that, that 
was no. new principle, since the cost of 
electing School Boards, Sanitary Boards, 
and Municipal Bodies was placed upon 
the rates. But those were, all local 
Bodies levying local rates. But, why 
should this charge go upon the rates; 
why was it to fall upon real property 
alone? He could conceive of no reason 
why that should be so. But the pro- 
posal was objectionable on | another 
ground. Mr. Labouchere could not, by 
the Rules of the House of Commons, 
have made this fall on the taxation, of 
the country, because of the Rule which 
provided that a Minister of the Crown 
alone could move for fresh taxation ; and 
that alone made it objectionable. He 
(the Marquess of Salisbury) did not ven- 
ture to forecast whether that propesal, 
in its substance, would ever be accepted 
by Parliament, because, if it was,, he 
said with all confidence that the money 
ought to be provided on the responsi- 
bility of a Minister of the Crown, and 
voted in the face of the country. He 
did not suppose their Lordships in that 
case would interfere; but, if they did, 
it would submit, the matter to the judg- 
ment of the country, and, at any: rate, 
the burden would be put on the proper 








15 Parliamentary Elections 


persons! That piece of legislation was 
exceedingly unhappy. | He believed the 
precedent would be an exceedingly bad 
oné, and he felt that they ought to insist 
ona full consideration of such mea- 
sures; and though he was perfectly 
willing to accept an arrangement by 
whieh they would return to the original 
Bill as it passed through the Committee 
in the House of Commons, if the Go- 
vernment would not accept that arrange- 
ment he must ask their Lordships to 
pronounce whether the Bill should be 
read a second time or not. 


Amendment moved, to leave out 
(i now”) and add at the end of the 

otion (‘‘this day.six months,’’)—( Zhe 
Marquess of Salisbury.) 


Tre Eart or SELBORNE said, he 
wished to point out to noble Lords op- 
= am that it was an error of the noble 

arquess opposite (the Marquess of 
Salisbury) that the Bill was not limited 
to counties. In the second Schedule it 
would be found that in the case of 
boroughs the borough rate was to bear 
the expense. He was, however, convinced 
by the arguments of the noble Marquess 
that the matters of detail of the expenses 
of Returning Officers might require more 
consideration then they seemed to have 
received, while the very important ques- 
tion of the payment of the expenses out 
of the rates ought not to have been 
introduced in the manner which had 
been stated into a Bill for a different 
Ae and on the eve of a Dissolu- 

on. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (The Earl of Knrsertey) said, 
he was of opinion that there was a 
great deal to be said in favour of the 
principle of payment of expenses from 
the rates. There were, however, objec- 
tions, which he was not able entirely to 
remove, seeing that the noble Marquess 
did not rest his objection to the Bill 
chiefly on poliey, but rather on the 
manner in which the Bill had been 
brought before their Lordships. He 
(the Earl of Kimberley) wished the 
noble Marquess had said a little more 
with regard to the policy of the Bill. 
He(the Earl of Kimberley) defended that 
porey: having always considered it a 
iatdship that comparatively poor men 
should have to pay a heavy fine for the 
privilege of enttring Parliament and 
serving the public. He was quite cer- 
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tain that was not the best way to secure 
good candidates. With re to tho 
observations of the noble Marquess as 
toa Bill of this character being forced 
through Parliament on the eve of a 
Dissolution, if precedents were needed 
they had been furnished by noble Lords 
opposite themselves. Notwithstanding 
the strong protests of himself and other 
noble Lords on that side of the House, 
in 1880, a Bill with ages to election 
law, the conveyance of voters to the 
poll in boroughs, was actually brought 
into the House and foreed through in 
the last few days before a Dissolution, 
and after that Dissolution had been an- 
nounced. If, therefore, they relied on 
precedents, noble Lords opposite had 
themsélves set one in favour of the 
manner in which this Bill was presented. 
He urged their Lordships not tu reject 
the Bill on the ground that the matter 
was one which specially concerned the 
other House of Parliament, and did not 
specially affect this House; and as to 
the Commons not having given sufficient 
discussion to it, that was clearly a mat- 
ter of which the Commons were the best 
judges. He was, however, informed, on 
the contrary, that a great deal of con- 
sideration was given to it. However, 
Her Majesty’s Government would not 
press the Bill. in its present shape. 
They were willing to omit that part of 
the Bill which threw the cost of elections 
on the ratepayers; and he trusted, on 
that understanding, the noble Marquess 
would withdraw his opposition. He 
hoped that the noble Marquess would 
make some concession, and would not 
press his opposition to that part of the 
Schedule which related te the Returning 
Officers’ charges. {The Marquess of 
Sazispury dissented.| The noble Mar- 
quess shook his head; but he did not 
see why noble Lords should be: so 
exceedingly anxious to protect the 
pockets of the Sheriff. Still, he thought 
the House should not reject a Bi'l 
which effected a very necessary reform, 
merely because noble Lords oppositu 
would not accept the proposals of tho 
measure on those two points. Although 
he should be extremely glad if the noble 
Marquess would not press his opposi- 
tion to the Returning Officers’ charges, 
still, if he insisted, he: would rather 
the Bill should pass without the: pro- 
visions in that behalf than be lost alto- 
gether. ile1 sisal 
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. Tue Marevess or SALISBURY said, 
he thought the noble Earl had met them 
in a very handsome spirit; but he 
‘wished to! know. whether the’ other 
House would accept this arrangement, 
because he did not want the question to 
be fought out again within two hours 
of the Prorogation,. 

Tus Kant or KIMBERLEY said, he 
could only’ speak for themselyes—he 
could not answer-for the other House, 

Tue Marquess or SALISBURY said, 
lhe did not expect that; but what he 
wanted to understand was, that if the 
Bill came ‘back: with these clauses re- 
inserted their Lordships would  rejeet 
them. 

Tue Eart oy KIMBERLEY said, 
that after the engagement entered into 
the Government would certainly resist 
the clauses. 

Amendment (by leave of the House) 
withdrawn. 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2° accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House .7y-morrow. 


CONVEYANCING (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
(The Earl of Dalhouste.) 
(No. 163.)' SECOND READING: 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Tae SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Earl of Dannovste), in moving that 
the Bill be now read‘a second time, said, 
that it was a highly technical one, which 
he believed had the general approval of 
the Legal Bodies of Edinburgh, with the 
exception of the Society of Writers to 
the Signet, from'whom he had received 
a telegram, only half.an hour ago, inti- 
mating theiridisapproval. The Bill was 
proposed with the viewv of amending the 
Act of 1874. ~The: Ist clause—and, to 
the rest, he thought, no exception would 
be! taken—was intended to limit the 
right of the superiorin the form! in which 
it was limited prior to 1874... According 
to the law:of Scotlaud, among the casual- 
ties or incidental rights attaching to the 
ownership of land) or, as it was called, 
an estate of superiority, was first relief, 
which was a yéar’s feu duty (in addition 
to the ordinary feu duty); payable to a 
superior by the -heir.of ‘a: vassal on his 
succession to: lands held in feu. The 
heir relieved the lands out of the:supe- 
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rior’s hands into which they were held 
to fall by the vassal’s death,’ Secondly, 
there was composition, the entry money 
or fine payable by a stranger or pur- 
chaser. Sometimes this was a matter 
of special. agreement, otherwise it 
amounted to one year’s rent. From the 
earliest times down to 1874 a convey- 
ance or sale by a vassal did not. entitle 
his superior to require the disponee or 
purchaser to obtain an entry. from the 
superior, and to pay the year’s rent 
which was axigible therefor upon. the 
death of the vassal and the feu becoming 
vacant, if the purchaser could show that 
the heir—that was, the heir of the last 
entered, vassal—was willing so td enter. 
Accordingly, where the heir was willing 
so to enter, the superior’s right to exact 
a casualty was limited to a duplicand of 
the feu duty. The right to exact acom- 
position was always regarded.as a severe 
penalty ; and it had this drawback—that 
it tended to prevent improvements, for 
the more the owner added to the, value 
of his property the greater the penalty 
became... Prior to 1874 the. completion 
of a title by entry with the superior, in 
cases. alike jof succession and of. sale, 
necessitated the execution of a great 
number of deeds and instruments of 
different kinds. The main objectof the 
Act of that year was to remove; the ne- 
cessity for those deeds, and, apparently, 
to leave the pecuniary relations of supe- 
rior and yassal as to casualties to stand 
as they would have done if the deeds had 
actually been executed, It provided 
that a proprietor with a duly completed 
title should be held, as at the date of 
registration, to be, ‘duly entered with 
his superior.” It also; provided, that 
such, implied entry should not, entitle 
apy superior to, demand any casualty 
sooner than he could, either by..the law 
prior to that Act or by, the conditions of 
the feu right, have required the vassal 
to cater, or to, pay such casualty irre- 
spective of his entering. Those words 
negatived the view which was taken 
in'some quarters, that the superior, was 
intended to reap any pecuniary advan- 
tage from the change in tho, law made 
by the Act. of 1874. .The practical effect 
of the ‘‘implied entry” introduced in 
1874 ‘had; been largely to, increase the 
rights of superiors., [t, had been judi- 
cially held that a singular, successor was 
not now. entitled any, longer to, put 
forward, the ,heir of, the, last, entered 
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vassal, and so to delay the necessity for 
his own entering, and paying the year’s 
rent during the lifetime of that heir. It 
did not appear that the right to tender 
an heir for entry was ever looked upon 
as a grievance, and, besides, there was 
nothing in the Statute of 1874 to show 
that this was in any way the theory of 
its powers. Clause 1 of the present Bill 
was intended to limit the right of the 
superior in the way in which it was 
limited prior to 1874. If an heir could 
be put forward, the singular sucvessor 
was to be entitled to put him forward as 
he previously might have done ; and the 
unforeseen. effect of that statute, which 
had largely increased the superior’s 
casualties, would now be removed, and 
he and the vassal be placed as regarded 
the payment of casualties on the footing 
on which they stood prior to that Act. 
It might be said that the singular suc- 
cessor had his own remedy under the 
Act of 1874, and might redeem or com- 
mute his casualties as. provided for 
under that Act. But that was not an 
answer to the argument that the result 
of the action of the statute in other re- 
spects had been to enhance the value of 
superiorities. Ifa proprietor by build- 
ing had increased the value of his land by 
£2,000 or £3,000 perannum, the original 
feu duty being £40 or £50, he had now to 
pay the whole £2,000 or £3,000 as com- 
position, where he would formerly have 
been able to put the heir of the last 
vassal forward, and to have satisfied the 
superior’s legal claims by a payment of 
the £40 or £50. He thought that no 
exception was likely to be taken to the 
other clauses of the Bill, which he could 
assure their Lordships was a just and 
proper one, and one which he would ask 
them to read a second time. 


Moved, ‘* That the Bill benow read 2°.” 
—(The Earl of Da'housie.) 


Tre Duxe or ARGYLL, in objecting 
to the Motion, said, that although the 
Bill had been described as involving a 
technical legal subject, he was afraid 
that it would be found to have a most 
serious practical effect. The real effect 
of the measure was very important, as 
it would deprive the lords of the manor 
of their just rights and dues oyer a large 
portion of their estates, and to hand 
over to the purchasers that which they 
had not purchased. The measure had 
passed very quietly through the House 
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of Commons; indeed, so quietly, that 
very few persons in Scotland knew any- 
thing about it; and it was only in the 
House of Lords that effectual resistance 
could now be offered to it. The Bill 
was opposed by the Royal burghs of 
Edinburgh and Dundee, who were, to a 
very large extent, superiors of land, and 
they had borrowed money upon the se- 
eurity of the revenues which they derived 
from such land, and they now objected 
to a measure which would materially 
affect those revenues, He denied tliat 
the legal authorities in Scotland ap- 
proved of the Bill as drafted ; and, al- 
though the Faculty of Advocates in Edin- 
burgh had doubtless approved of the 
principle of the Bill, yet they had sent up 
such a number of Amendments to it, that 
it would take a Committee several daysto 
consider them. Beyond that, the Writers 
to the Signet had, by a very large ma- 
jority, condemned the Bill. He main- 
tained that the Act of 1874 was an 
equitable settlement, and that it was 
unjust that it should be disturbed now. 
He therefore asked their Lordships not 
to pass such a measure as this in the 
last few days of the Session. 

Lorp WATSON said, that he cer- 
tainly was not prepared to approve of 
the measure in its present form. He 
ventured to think that that Bill was not 
calculated to attain the ends which the 
Government had in view; but if certain 
portions of it were recast, and worded 
in &@ more precise manner, he should not 
offer any very great objection to its 
passing. The matter was one requiring 
very great. consideration; and if that 
consideration could now havebeen given 
to it, he-should not. have beeu inclined 
to throw out the Bill. .He would admit, 
with regard to the Act of 1874, that. it 
contained some defects which required 
amendment; but in regard to.a measure 
of that kind, coming before their Lord- 
ships at that time of the Session, it ap- 
peared to him to be utterly impracticable 
either to acquire the information that 
was necessary for the purpose of such 
legislation, or to put the Bill into such a 
shape as would render it proper for their 
Lordships’ House to pass it. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Herscuett) said, that a measure had 
been introduced in the other House by 
a private Member for dealing with that 
subject, which was felt to be one on 
which some legislation was needed. That 
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measure was objected to by the present 
Law Officers for Scotland and also by 
the Law Officers of the late Government, 
and it was thought to be perfectly un- 
workable. Nevertheless, the second 
reading was carried in the other House; 
and the Lord Advocate himself, there- 
fore, introduced a measure on the sub- 
ject, which was approved by the Scotch 
Law Officers of the late Government, 
and which passed through the House of 
Commons. He thought that it could 
not, under the circumstances, be justly 
alleged that the Bill had been brought 
in in breach of any understanding come 
to in 1874. Its object was to make the 
law what it was believed that Parliament 
had intended it should be. He said no- 
thing now as to the difficulty of discussing 
its details at that period of the Session ; 
but it seemed to him that that was a 
measure which had been quite fairly and 
properly introduced and passed through 
the House of Commons, there being a 
consensus of opinion that it went in the 
direction of correcting an error which 
had crept into the legislation of 1874. 
It eould not, therefore, be alleged, as 
had been the case, that it was an unjust 
Bill. 


Tue Duxe or ARGYLL briefly 
replied. 

Tue Eart or DALHOUSIE said, he 
understood from the noble and learned 
Lord opposite (Lord Watson) that if 
Clause 1 was recast, and worded in a 
more precise manner, he should not take 
very great objection tothe measure. He 
would admit that considerable opposi- 
tion had been suddenly shown to the 
Bill by the Society of Writers to the 
Signet and other important Bodies in 
Edinburgh, Dundee, and other places, 
at the last moment ; but ho felt so far 
supported by the noble and learned Lord 
opposite, that he was greatly tempted 
to ask the House to read the Bill a 
second time, undertaking to obviate the 
objection he had taken. 


On Question? Resolv:d in the nega- 
tive. 


INTERNATIONAL AND COLONIAL 
COPYRIGHT BILL,—(No. 144.) 
(The Lord Chancellor.) 

THIRD READING. 


Order of the Day for the Third Read- 
ing read. 
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Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
HexscHEtx), in moving that the Bill be 
now read the third time, said, that the 
Colonial Office had received the assent 
of all the Colonies to the measure, except 
New South Wales. The answer of that 
Colony had not yet been received; but 
the Agent General had intimated that 
he would be satisfied if the Bill passed 
in its present form, with the under- 
standing that New South Wales should 
not be included, and that, if ultimately 
it should be so desired, legislation deal- 
ing with the point should be introduced 
as stated by him the other day. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 3*.”’ 
—( The Lord Chancellor.) 


Motion egrced to; Bill read 3° accord- 
ingly, and passed. 


MEDICAL ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
( The Lord President of the Council, Earl Spencer.) 
(No. 155.) COMMITTEE. 


House in Committee (according to 
order). 


Clauses 1 to. 6, inclusive, agreed to, 
with an Amendment. 


~ 


Clause 7 
Council). 

Tue Dvuxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON, in moving an Amendment 
to provide that the University of Aber- 
deen and the University of St. Andrew’s 
should each be represented on the Medi- 
cal Council by one member, instead of 
collectively sending ono member, as was 
proposed, said, he must confess he 
was very much astonished to find the 
Lord President of the Council treat- 
ing the University of Aberdeen in the 
way he had done, by linking it with 
St. Andrew’s in sending a represen- 
tative to the Medical Council. This 
was the only case where the Univer- 
sities were bracketed; while he found 
that the Bill proposed to give one mem- 
ber each to the University of Durham 
and Victoria University. It seemed to 
him somewhat odd that the Victvria 
University of Manchester, which received 
its Charter in 1878, should have separate 
representation, and be taken out of its 
union with Durham University. By 
bracketing St. Andrew’s and Aberdeen 
Universities, the last-named founded in 
1491, a slight was thrown upon this 
body which was undeserved. The Medi- 
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cal ‘School of Manchester was. still in 
embryo; bat it was generally conceded 
that there was no better Medical School 
in the Kingdom than that which existed 
in the University of Aberdeen. Aber- 
deen was the only University in the 
whole United Kingdom which was pro- 
posed to be dealt with in this manner; 
and he thought the two English Uni- 
versities should be bracketed in the 
matter of representation as originally 
proposed, rather than those of Aberdeen 
and St. Andrew’s. He could not under- 
stand what could have induced the Lord 
President of the Council to cast such a 
slur on the University of Aberdeen, of 
which he (the Duke of Richmond and 
Gordon) had the honour to be Chan- 
cellor. He would, therefore, ask their 
Lordships to accept his Amendment, and 
to insert in the clause the words ‘the 
University of Aberdeen and the Uni- 
versity of St. Andrew’s.” 

Moved, in page 5, to leave out lines 3, 4, 5, and 
6, and insert (‘The University of Aberdeen.”’ 
** The University of St. Andrew’s.”)—( The Duke 
of Richmond and Gordon.) 

Tue Eart or MILLTOWN said, ho 
hoped that the House would not accept 
the Amendment moved by his noble 
Friend (the Duke of Richmond and 
Gordon). Nothing could be further 
from the intentions of the framers of 
the Bill than to cast any slur upon the 
Universities of Aberdeen and St. An- 
drew’s. The qucstion of the number of 
representatives of each part of the 
United Kingdom had been discussed, 
and after great difficulty a compromise 
had been agreed upon by which Eng- 
land was to have eight, Scotland six, 
and Ireland five representatives. If the 
proposal of the noble Duke were carried 
it would entirely upset this arrange- 
ment. The Universities of England 
were to have five Members, those of 
Scotland three, and those of Ireland 
only two; but if the Amendment should 
be agreed to, he would propose that 
the Gniversity of Dublin should have 
two members, instead of one, on the 
Council. 

Tae Duxe or ARGYLL, in support- 
ing the Amendment, said that, speaking 
on behalf of Scotland, he should not 
object to Ireland having any number of 
representatives on the Board, if she had 
as many Bodies qualified to examine as 
Scotland had. It was entirely a ques- 
tion of the number of University and 
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other Bodies in the, United Kingdom 
eapable of examining in, medicine, 
Nationality had nothing to do with the 
question, and if Scotland had a large 
number of representatives it was only 
in consequence of the great number of 
Universities and Schools of Medicine 
that she possessed. 

Tae LORD PRESIDENT or rue 
COUNCIL (Earl Srenoczr) said, that he 
was unable to accept the Amendment of 
the noble Duke, because his doing so 
would cause a great deal of dissatisfac- 
tion, and raise difficulties and objections 
which were now set at rest. The noble 
Duke opposite had charged him with 
showing want of respect for the Uni- 
versity of Aberdeen. He had no desire 
whatever to do that; but if he had 
done so the noble Duke himself had 
done the same in former years, because 
in two Bills which the noble Duke pro- 
posed Aberdeen was linked with St. 
Andrew’s. Aberdeen had never had 
distinct representation, but had always 
been linked with another University. 
The Amendment, if adopted, would not 
only destroy the balance between the 
three countries ; it would also destroy 
the balance between the different Cor- 
porations and Universities, and cause 
great difficulty. Moreover, there was a 
section of the Bill which enabled the 
Privy Council at any future time to in- 
crease the direct representation, and, if 
it should think fit, to give any University 
distinct and separate representation. He 
trusted that the noble Duke would be 
content with that clause, and would 
withdraw his Amendment. 

Tue Eart or ROSSE said, he was en- 
tirely opposed to the Amendment, con- 
tending that there was very great ob- 
jection to making the alteration pro- 
posed. 

Tae Dvxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON said, he should go toa divi- 
sion. 


On Question, “ That the lines pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause ?” 


Their Lordships divided :—Contents 
41; Not-Contents 44; Majority 3. 


Resolved in the negative. 
Clause amended, and agreed to. 


Remaining clauses ayreed to, with 
Amendments. 


Schedule agreed to. 


Amendment Bil... = 94 
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The Report of the Amendments to be 
received To-morrow; and Bill to be 
printed as amended. (No. 187.) 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (IMPROVEMENT 
EXPENSES) BILL,—(No. 143.) 
(The Earl of Jersey.) 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

Tae Eart or JERSEY, in moving 
that the Bill be now read a second time, 
said, that its object was to enable the 
Sanitary Authorities to make certain 
improvements in private streets and to 
charge the cost to the owners. The 
measure contained provisions which 
would secure the protection of the pri- 
vate owners. 


Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—(The Earl of Jersey.) 


Lorp HALSBURY said, he thought 
that many of the provisions of the mea- 
sure were objectionable, and that their 
Lordships would be taking a great re- 
sponsibility upon themselves if they were 
to pass it at this period of the Session, 
when it was impossible that it could 
receive due consideration. 

Lorp SUDELEY (for the Local Go- 
vernment Board) said, that Department 
had earefully considered the measure, 
and they were of opinion that it ought 
to be allowed to pass. 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House 7o-morrow. 


JURORS’ DETENTION BILL.—(No. 142.) 
(The Lord FitzGerald.) 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

Lorp FITZGERALD, in moving that 
the Bill be now read a second time, said, 
that its object was to enable a Judge, if 
he should think fit, in the graver cases 
of felony lasting several days, to allow 
the jurors to separate and to go home. 


Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—(The Lord FitzGerald.) 


Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Hersonetz) said, he was unable to 
assent to the proposal contained in the 
Bill. Under the present rule, there 
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were very few cases in which jurors 
were locked up all night; and he 
thought it was undesirable that, in 
cases involving life and death, jurors 
should be allowed to separate and very 
likely be subjected to influences. It 
was said that this was merely a permis- 
sive measure; but it was undesirable to 
throw too great responsibility upon.a 
Judge in such a matter. 

Lorp HALSBURY said, he entirely 
concurred with what had fallen from the 
noble and learned Lord (the Lord Chan- 
cellor), and hoped that their Lordships 
would not agree to the second reading 
of that Bill. 


On Question ? Resolved in the negative, 


TITHE RENT - CHARGE (EXTRAORDI- 
NARY) REDEMPTION BILL, 
(The Lord Sudeley.) 
(No 174.) SECOND READING, 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

Lorpv SUDELEY (for the Home 
Department), in moving that the Bill 
be now read a second time, said, that 
the subject of Extraordinary Tithe had 
constantly been before Parliament, 
and in 1881 a Select Committee of the 
House of Commons went very fully into 
the whole subject. They reported. in 
favour of the abolition of those charges; 
but up to this time it had been found 
impossible to pass any Bill. This year 
three Bills were introduced in the House 
of Commons, and were referred to a 
Select Committee. The result of that 
Committee was that they reported in 
favour of that Bill. It was agreed to 
as a fair compromise amid many difficult 
and complicated questions connected 
with it, and contained many of the good 
points in the other Bills. He believed 
that the Committee, which was a very 
strong one, and represented all the dif- 
ferent interests in this matter, were 
almost unanimous in favour of that 
compromise. As the House was aware, 
great interest attached to the question, 
and the state of feeling which occasion- 
ally arose in the counties of Kent and 
Sussex made it most important that that 
settlement should not be delayed. The 
greatest possible friction existed, and 
riots had often occurred, and men. had 
been sent to, prison ; while there pre- 
vailed a, general feeling throughout 
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those two counties that it was an unfair 
burden which should be settled in a 
reasonable way. The Committee of 
1¢81 said— 

**Most of the witnesses had agreed in the 
opinion that the imposition of extraordinary 
tithe is an impediment to agriculture, hamper- 
ing new cultivation, and that it should be 
removed if possible. , . . . They were also in 
fuvour of redemption on equitable terms, but 
there was great difference of opinion as to the 
mode of such redemption and the terms on 
which it should be made compulsory.” 


The Act containing the provisions re- 
specting Extraordinary Tithe was im- 
posed in 1836 as a compromise between 
the view taken by Lord John Russell and 
that taken by Mr. Hume. The result 
was tithe on hops, fruit, and vegetables 
was separated from the ordinary tithe, 
but was attached to the crop, so that 
when that particular cultivation ceased 
the Extraordinary Tithe ceased to be 
payable. Sir James Caird pointed out, 
in his evidence before a Select Commit- 
tee in 1881, that the great difficulty in 
the question of redemption was due, in 
a great measure, to this vanishing quan- 
tity, since the tithepayer might discon- 
tinue the cultivation and cease to pay. 
The object of the present Bill was to 
commute the present Extraordinary 
Tithe into a fixed rent-charge, at what 
might be considered fair market value 
by the Land Commissioners on each 
farm. The mode of estimating that was 
carefully set out in Clause 3. Although 
hops could not be grown on ono piece 
of land more than 10 or 12 years, an- 
other piece of land was generally sub- 
stituted, and that was to be taken into 
consideration; while, on the other hand, 
the right of the cultivator to discontinue 
that special cultivation was to be con- 
sidered. The object had been to state 
the case in a thoroughly fair manner, 
and it would be impossible to find a 
fairer tribunal than the Land Commis- 
sioners. Clause 4 fixed the interest at 
4 per cent. There were powers of re- 
demption and other matters of detail 
with which he would not trouble their 
Lordships. He was told that all the 
Members for Kent were in favour of the 
Bill, which he thought proved it was a 
fair compromise. Of this there could 
be no doubt—that it was greatly to the 
interest of all concerned, landlords, ten- 
ants, clergy, and the public at large, to 
have that much-vexed question settled. 
He was informed, at the last moment, 


Lord Sudeley 


{LORDS} 








that the Commissioners of Queen Anne's 
Bounty objected to the Bill being passed 
on the ground that they were seriously 
affected, and had not had an opportunity 
of giving evidence before the Select 
Committee. He hardly knew how that 
could be; but, at any rate, he trusted 
that no objection would be raised at that 
stage. As he had already said, that was 
practically the outcome of two Select 
Committees, and he asked their Lord- 
ships to give the Bill a second reading 
as a fair compromise to all concerned. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—( The Lord Sudeley.) 


Lorp HARRIS said, that the Bill 
would crystallize and make unalterable 
that which at present was possessed of 
elasticity. By this Act they were going 
to make compulsory a perpetual pay- 
ment for the cultivation which might 
not exist in 10 years’ time. They had 
also to remember that in this matter of 
hops they were likely to be subject to 
much foreign competition, and he should 
not be surprised to see in a few years a 
largely increased amount of foreign 
hops, whether from America or else- 
where, coming into competition with the 
product of this country. The result of 
this state of things must be a curtail- 
ment of the acreage of land growing 
hops; and, in view of this contingency, 
they were about to fix a perpetual charge 
on land which might not, in the course 
of a few years, be able to compete with 
land notin cultivation. Asa tithepayer, 
he was glad that the Bill had been in- 
troduced, if only to put an end to those 
unfortunate scenes of violenze and riot 
which had taken place in certain por- 
tions of our Southern counties. He did 
not blame those persons who resisted 
the tithes so much as those other per- 
sons who, possessing edueation and in- 
telligence, were guilty of inciting them. 
The Bill was based on agitation ; but 
still he trusted that its results would be 
beneficial. 

Fart BEAUCHAMP said, he did 
not object to the second reading of the 
Bill on the same grounds as his noble 
Friend who had just spoken. It was 
said that the Bill was a compromise; 
but he should like to know who were 
the parties to the compromise? The 
persons really interested in this question 
were the clergy. He had but recently 
received communications from clergy- 
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sn stating that the clergy, as a body, 
had not had an opportunity of examining 
the Bill, and_how far their interests were 
affected by it, He deprecated attempts 
of this kind being made to hurriedly 
pass, at the close of a Parliament, acom- 
plicated measure of this character, espe- 
cially when it had not received that 
attention to which it was entitled. 

Tae CHAIRMAN. or COMMIT- 
TEES (The Duke of Bucxincuam and 
Canpos) said, he would refrain from 
entering into the merits of the Bill, or 
from discussing the principle of the 
compromise. He wished to draw atten- 
tion to the fact that the Bill affected, to 
a very considerable extent, the income 
of the clergy. It dealt with charges 
which had been created by Parliament 
under the sanction of Parliament on the 
security of income arising from tithe 
rent-charges. Parliament had autho- 
rized the clergy to borrow, for certain 
purposes, on the incomes of their incum- 
bencies. In doing so it also limited the 
amount which should be raised, fixing 
the amount at four years’ income of the 
incumbency. A large number of mort- 
gages now existed. Among the hop 
parishes he found that there were no 
fewer than 150 mortgages, towards the 
payment of which £5,000 was received 
last year from the incomes of the bene- 
fices. Ifthe income of the clergy were 
reduced, if they received no adequate 
compensation for what they were about 
to give up, they would suffer great hard- 
ship for many years in the endeavour to 
pay off these charges, Had the Bill not 
been so hastily pressed forward, this 
question, it was hoped, would have re- 
ceived adequate consideration. The 
adoption of that course of procedure 
had also caused great inconvenience, for 
until the 15th instant the clergy could 
not obtain a copy of the Bill as amended 
in Committee, and up till Saturday they 
were not able to get a copy of the Bill 
as it passed the other House. He hoped 
the Bill would ndét be hurried forward 
until fair opportunity was given to the 
Governors oP Queen Anne’s Bounty to 
state their case. 

Tue Arcupisoor or CANTERBURY 
(Dr, Benson) said, he quite agreed that 
the difficulties of the question were very 
great, and they had been greatly in- 
creased by the speed with which the 
present attempt to legislate on the sub- 
ject had come before their Lordships, 
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and before the House of Commons also. 
The present arrangement with regard 
to that portion. of tithe which was 
called “ extra-ordinary ” was introduced 
in 1836 in the interest, not of the clergy, 
but of the arya dag and at their own 
request; and if the tithepayers wished 
now that a change should be made, he 
might safely say, on the part of thé 
clergy, that om | had no objection, pro- 
vided a just and equitable, arrangement 
were made. The Bill did provide a 
tribunal to. which none of the clergy 
objected. If the Laud Commissioners 
were unable to say what the real value 
of the tithe was, and to carry out the 
arrangement with perfect equity, no 
tribunal could do so. Some good points 
had been introduced into the Bill, such, 
for instance, as the estimation of each 
parcel of land affected. Regard being 
had to its antiquity, it would be only 
right that priority should be distinctly 
assigned to that charge over all incum- 
brances ; and if ordered to be paid by 
the landowner a great stumbling block 
would be removed out of the way of the 
clergy. He had consulted many autho- 
rities on the subject, and he was assured 
by them that this was as fair a compro- 
mise as could be expected under the cir- 
cumstances. He had had no oppor- 
tunity of consulting his clergy who were 
most interested, and he ought to havo 
had an opportunity. But they all knew, 
and deeply felt, that the spiritual work of 
the Church was greatly hindered, not 
only in particular parishes, where the 
disgraceful scenes of disorder had oe- 
curred, but in other parishes, and in the 
whole Church. The sore had been kept 
open many years, and was likely to con- 
tinue open, unless the compromise were 
agreed to, He was disposed, therefore, 
to think that this was such a compromise 
as it would be wise for the clergy, 
as well as the laity, to accept. fie 
should consent to the second reading if 
they were assured that the Government 
would give a fair and candid considera- 
tion to the objections which were being 
urged by the Governors of Queen Anne’s 
Bounty. The paymentof the mortgages 
was to them the key of the position, and 
if they received the pledge he had men- 
tioned they would offer no opposition to 
the Bill; but he hoped a distinct assur- 
ance would be given on that point. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE. ror 
INDIA (The Earl of Kuvserwzy) said, 
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he understood there would be a depu- 
tation from the Governors of Queen 
Anne’s Bounty to-morrow at the Home 
Office, and the objections which they 
had to urge would be seriously weighed 
and considered. He could only hope 
that they would be able to arrive at 
such an understanding as would enable 
the Bill to become law in the present 
Session. 


Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House: 7o- morrow. 


SHOP HOURS REGULATION BILL. 
(The Lord Sudeley.) 
(No. 186.) SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

Lorp SUDELEY (for the Home De- 
partment), in moving that the Bill be 
now read a second time, said, that it had 
been passed by the other House of Par- 
liament on the recommendation of a 
Select Committee which had sat on the 
subject. It was intended to put a stop 
to the excessive length of time that 
young persons were sometimes employed 


in shop, in some cases 85 hours a-week, 
especially in districts frequented by the 


working classes. In wholesale ware- 
houses it was also found that the pack- 
ing and entering clerks were detained 
until very late at night. It had been 
found impossible to take any step to- 
wards compulsory closing at certain 
times; but all parties seemed agreed 
that this Bill went a long way in the 
right direction. The Bill had been be- 
fore a Select Committee, and had been 
thoroughly considered. Under Clause 3, 
no young person could be employed 
longer than 74 hours in one week, in- 
cluding meal hours. Under Section 2, 
no person could be employed in a shop 
who had already been employed in a 
factory or workshop for the number of 
hours specified in the Act of 1875. The 
only objection that had been raised to the 
Bill had been that there was no way of 
insuring its being carried out. It had 
been found quite impossible to appoint 
Inspectors at present; but all parties 
were satisfied that the moral effect of the 
Bill would be very great. 


Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—(The Lord Sudeley.) 


The Earl of Kimberley 


{LORDS} 





Consohidation Bill. 

Viscount CRANBROOK said, that 
he did not intend fo oppose the Bill, 
though he was not yer sanguine that 
any good would result from it. “With- 
out Inspectors it was impossible to 
ascertain whether the Act was being 
complied with, or to take steps for en- 
forcing it. As, however, it might pos- 
sibly be of some benefit, he should not 


raise any opposition to its ing. 

THE ~ ae WEMYS8 call, that 
he would reserve his opposition to the 
Bill till its next stage. 

Earu BEAUCHAMP gave Notice 
that in Committee he would move the 
omission of the Proviso applying the 
Bill to public-houses and houses of re- 
freshment. 

Motion agreed to; Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House 7o-morrew. 


SEA FISHING BOATS (SCOTLAND) BILL [.L. | 


Commons amendments considered (according 
to order); several agreed to ; one disagreed to, 
and one agreed to with amendments: A Com- 
mittee appointed to prepare a reason to be 
offered to the Commons for the said disagree- 
ment: The Committee to meet forthwith: Re- 
port from the Committee of a reason prepared 
by them; read, and agreed to; and a message 
sent to the Commons to return the said Bill with 
the reason and amendments. 


COUNTY COURTS CONSOLIDATION 
BILL. 
(The Lord Chancellor.) 
(wo. 151.) SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
HerscnEtt), in moving that the Bill be 
now read a second time, said, that he 
did not. intend to proceed further with 
that Bill. It was a measure to consoli- 
date into one Act the law relating to 
County Courts now contained in By Sa 
than 11 Acts of Parliament. He only 
wished to move the second reading for 
the purpose of calling attention to the 
Bill, for however carefully a Consolida- 
tion Bill might be drawn it was im- 
possible to avoid slips and errors. He 
should be, therefore, obliged if those 
interested would favour him with eriti- 
cisms on the measure. 

Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—( The Lord Chancellor.) 


Motion agreed to: Bill read 2" accord- 
ingly. 
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LUNACY BILL. —(No. 13.) 
( The Lord Chancellor). 
COMMITTEE. . BILL WITHDRAWN. 


Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee, read. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Herscwett) said, that this was also a 
measure of consolidation, and he wished 
to repeat what he had said with regard 
to the previous Bill. He did not intend 
to proceed further with it, and he should 
be glad to receive criticisms with regard 
to it. 


Order discharged; and Bill (by leave 
of the House) withdrawn. 


House adjourned at a quarter past 
Eight o’clock, till To-morrow, 
a quarter past Ten o’clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Monday, 21st June, 1886. 


MINUTES.]— Serecr Commirrer — Report — 
National Provident Insurance [No. 208}. 

Considered in Committee—Easr Inpia (REVENUE 
Accounts). 

Private Biiu (by Order)—Considered as amended 
—Belfast Main Drainage. 

Pusuic Bitts—First Reading—Tramways Order 
in Council (Ireland) * [292], 

Committee—Report—Municipal Franchise (Ire- 
land) [9]. 

Committee—Report — Third Reading — Patents 
Amendment ® [289], and passed. 

Third Reading—Consolidated Fund (Appro- 
priation); Public Works Loans* [288], 
and passed. 

Withdrawn—Friendly Societies (Transmission 
of Money)* [168]; Stannaries Act (1869) 
Amendment * [203]; Mining Leases (Corn- 
wall and Devon) * [204]. 

Provisional Oxper Bitts—Second Reading— 
Local Government (No, 7) * [256]. 

Considered as amended—Third Reading—Local 
Government (Gas) * [222]; Local Govern- 
ment (No. 6)* [238]; Pier and Harbour * 
[201]; Tramways (No. 1) * [195], and passed. 

Third Reading—Drainage and Improvement of 
Lands (Ireland) (No. 2) * [246]; Municipal 
Corporations (Scheme Confirmation)* [247], 
and passed. 


VOL. CCOVII. 


[THIRD SERIES. ] 





PRIVATE BUSINESS, 
SHANKLIN AND CHALE RAILWAY 
(EXTENSION TO FRESHWATER) ° 
BILL [Lords]. 
THIRD READING. 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.””—(Sir Charles Forster.) ; 


Mr. R. CHAMBERLAIN (Islington, 
W.): Lrise to oppose the third reading 
of this Bill, and.the ground on which I 
do so is that it proposes to confer 
powers on a Syndicate who do not give 
in return any corresponding advantages 
to the public. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order!: If 
the hon. Member opposes the Bill it 
must stand over until the next day of 
the sitting of the House. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Thursday. 


PRIVATE BILLS.—RESOLUTION. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS ‘anp 
MEANS (Mr. Oovrryey) (Cornwall, 
Bodmin): I beg to move— 

“ That Standing Orders 220 and 246, relating 
to Private Bills, be suspended for the remainder 
of the Session. 

“ That, as regards Private Bills already re- 
turned by the House of Lords, with Amend- 
ments, such Amendments be now considered. 

“That, as regards Private Bills to be re- 
turned by the House of Lords, with Amend- 
ments, such Amendments be considered on the 
next sitting of the House after the day on 
which the Bill shall have been returned from 
the Lords, 

“That, when it is intended to propose any 
Amendments thereto, a Copy of such Amend- 
ments shall be deposited in the Private Bill 
Office, and notice thereof given on the day on 
which the Bill shall have been returned 
the Lords. 


Motion agreed to. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
BILL [Lords]. 
CONSIDERATION. THIRD READING. 


Sir CHARLES FORSTER (Walsall) 
moved— 


“‘ That Standing Orders 84, 214, 215, 223, and 
239 be suspended, and that the Bill be now 
taken into consideration,”’ 


Motion agreed to. 
Cc 
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Bill considered. Mr. SEXTON: Then I will withdraw 
An hon. Mewszn moved, in Clause 9, | ™Y °Pposition. 

after the words “ninety pounds,” to in-| Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

sert the word ‘‘ cash.” Bill considered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“‘That the word ‘cash’ be there in- 
serted.”’ 


Tae CHAIRMAN or WAYS ayp 
MEANS (Mr. Courtney) (Cornwall, 
Bodmin): I have no objection to the 
Amendment, although I really think it 
is quiteu nnecessary. The provision is 
that stock or shares shall not be 
issued at a price less than £90 per 
cent. Surely that, as it stands, re- 
fers to cash. As, however, the hon. 
Member desires to insert the word 
‘cash’ I have no objection. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time. 


Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


RIVER SUCK DRAINAGE BILL. 
CONSIDERATION, THIRD READING. 


Sir CHARLES FORSTER ( Walsall) 
moved— 

«‘ That, in the case of the River Suck Drain- 
age Bill, Standing Orders 84, 214, 215, 223, and 
239 be suspended, and that the Bill be now taken 
into consideration.”’ 

Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
move that the consideration of this Bill 
be postponed until to-morrow. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the consideration of the Bill be 
postponed until To-morrow.” — (Jr. 
Sexton.) 


Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS (Mr. Covrrnyey) (Cornwall, 
Bodmin): Will the hon. Member ex- 

lain upon what ground he makes that 

otion? I believe there is now no 
opposition to the Bill. 
rn. SEXTON : My hon. Friend the 
Member for Roscommon (Mr. 0’Kelly) 
intended to move Amendments in the 
Bill; but if he is satisfied I will with- 
draw my objection. 

Tae CHAIRMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS: The Amendments which have 
been introduced into the Bill have been 
made at the suggestion of the hon. 
Member for Roscommon. 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now 
read the third time.”—(Sir Charles 
Forster. ) 


Sr JOSEPH M‘KENNA (Mona- 
ghan, 8.): I should like to know some- 
thing about the terms under which the 
Bill has been amended, or otherwise I 
must object to the third reading. 

Tue CHAIRMAN or WAYS anv 
MEANS (Mr. Courtney) (Cornwall, 
Bodmin): The alterations have been 
made in the Bill at the suggestion of 
the hon. Member for Roscommon (Mr. 
O’Kelly). A clause has been drawn up 
by the hon. Member and inserted in the 
Bill, the effect of which is to secure that 
an additional number of Members on 
the Drainage Board shall be elected by 
the ratepayers within the area to which 
the Bill applies. 

Sir JOSEPH M‘KENNA: Iam quite 
satisfied. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. Gen- 
tleman withdraw his opposition to the 
third reading of the Bill? 

Sir JOSEPH M‘KENNA: Yes. 


Motion agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
| New Title. | 


BELFAST MAIN DRAINAGE BILL 
(by Order). 
CONSIDERATION. [ ADJOURNED DEBATE. | 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [3lst May], (on 
Consideration of the Bill, as amended), 
“That the Clause (Part 12.—Muni- 
cipal Franchise), be now read a second 
time.’ 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): 
The House will recollect that on the 31st 
of May the debate on the Motion of my 
hon. Friend the Member for Sligo (Mr. 
Sexton), to insert a new clause in this 
Bill for the purpose of assimilating the 
municipal franchise to the Parliamen- 
tary franchise, was adjourned at the re- 
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quest of the hon, Members who now re- 
present Belfast. [‘‘No!”] It was ad- 
journed at their instigation at all events, 
and on the pretence that it was desired 
by them that the House should have 
an opportunity of pronouncing an opi- 
nion on the general Bill for the exten- 
sion of the municipal franchise in Tre- 
land, rather than insert in a Private 
Bill a clause of this kind, which is of a 
public nature. Since the adjournment, 
on the 3lst of May, three weeks ago, 
the general Bill for the extension of the 
municipal franchise in Ireland has not 
advanced in any degree whatever, and 
the reason why it has not advanced is 
this—that hon. Members who profess a 
strong desire that the House of Com- 
mons and the House of Lords should 
have an opportunity of pronouncing an 
opinion on the measure have blocked 
the Bill. Hon. Members have given 
Notice from time to time of opposition 
to the Bill, and it has been impos- 
sible to bring it forward. The hon. 
Member for the City of Londonderry 
(Mr. Lewis) has blocked the Bill. The 
hon. and gallant Member for the Isle of 
Thanet (Colonel King-Harman), who, 
although an English Member, is an 
Irishman, also objects to the measure. 
In addition, it has been blocked by the 
hon. Member for Mid Armagh (Sir 
James Corry). The result has been 
that the Bill has made no advance, and 
the House of Lords has had no oppor- 
tunity of pronouncing an opinion upon 
it, nor can it have an opportunity of 
doing so this Session. The House will 
recollect the great importance of the 
question. The Belfast Main Drainage 
Bill proposes to authorize the expendi- 
ture of £500,000 on public undertakings 
in Belfast; and, owing to the restricted 
nature of the franchise in Belfast, only 
a fraction of the population would have 
an opportunity of pronouncing an opi- 
nion on the merits of the scheme. It is 
proposed under this Bill to impose an 
annual charge of £35,000 for 35 years 
on the people of Belfast. What we 
complain of is that the great majority of 
the people of the town of Belfast will 
have no opportunity of expressing an 
opinion on this expenditure ; and if the 
House sanctions the Bill they would 
have no opportunity of controlling the 
Corporation of Belfast with a view to 
the proper expenditure of this enormous 
sum of money. The Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer, speaking in the previous 
debate, stated on behalf of the Govern- 
ment that if the House was not afforded 
an opportunity of considering fully the 
question of the extension of the muni- 
cipal franchise in Ireland, the Irish 

embers would, at least, be entitled to 
have this clause inserted in the Bill. 
Relying upon that declaration of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, we claim 
now that this clause should be inserted 
in this Private Bill. I cannot under- 
stand why hon. Members for Belfast, or 
for the North of Ireland generally, 
should have any objection to the intro- 
duction of this clause into the Bill. I 
do not believe that it is necessary to 
state at any great length the nature of 
our reasons for claiming the introduc- 
tion of the clause. I believe that the 
clause commends itself generally to the 
common sense of hon. Members; and I 
must say that I shall be greatly sur- 
prised if the hon. Members for Belfast, 
some of whom have on more than one 
occasion advocated the extension of the 
municipal franchise in Ireland, and 
some of whom now pretend to be Tory 
Democrats—I shall be greatly surprised 
if those hon. Members offer any objec- 
tion to this very fair proposition of my 
hon. Friend. I do not think that it will 
be necessary to prolong the discussion 
to-day, as the subject has already been 
rather fully considered by the House ; 
but I have thought it necessary to recall 
the attention of the House to what oc- 
curred on the 3lst of May. Having 
done so, it only remains for me to ex- 
press my belief that hon. Members ge- 
nerally will be ready to assent to the 
proposal of my hon. Friend the Member 
for Sligo (Mr. Sexton). 

Sie JAMES OORRY (Armagh, Mid): 
It has been stated by the hon. Member 
for Mid Tyrone (Mr. M. J. Kenny) that 
the Members for Belfast made a bargain 
with hon. Members below the Gangway 
that the consideration of this Bill should 
be adjourned until the question of the 
Municipal Franchise Bill was settled. 
Now, what happened was this—hon. 
Members below the Gangway moved 
the adjournment of the debate, and 
when they did so we consented to it, but 
not on any condition that the at ae 
Franchise Bill should be passed, or that 
this clause should be inserted in the 
Bill. The Municipal Franchise Bill is 
in no way our measure. It may bea 
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very good thing for the boroughs in 
Ireland; but still, at the same time, it 
is a question which ought to be dealt 
with by Her Majesty’s Government, and 
not by a private Member. As far as I 
am personally concerned, I am quite 
prepared, when the Government take 
up the question, to give it the best con- 
sideration in my power; but my con- 
tention now is that a clause of this kind 
ought not to be inserted in a Private 
Bill I do not see why this Bill should 
be treated differently from any other 
Private Bill, and T believe it is without 
precedent that in a Private Bill of this 
nature a clause such as that proposed 
by the hon. Member for Sligo (Mr. 
Sexton) should be inserted. We felt— 
that is the people of Belfast felt—that 
it is altogether unnecessary to introduce 
a clause of this kind into a Private Bill 
promoted by them for the improvement 
of the town of Belfast, and I cannot help 
thinking that the Government have 
taken a most extraordina se ra in 
supporting any such proposal. The hon. 
Member for Sligo, fh the clause which 
he has put down upon the Paper, made 
several iy San with reference to the 
municipal franchise. For instance, he 
wants to have it assimilated to the 
qualification for burgesses of the borough 
of Dublin, and all boroughs in England 
and Scotland, and for such purposes he 
asks the House to amend the provisions 
of the Act for the rit, Pray of Muni- 
cipal Corporations in Ireland, so far as 
regards the borough of Belfast. But 
the clause which has been put upon the 
Paper does not carry out that object in 
the least degree. In the first place, it 
tier cree that the term of residence shall 

e changed, which will certainly not 
assimilate the municipal franchise in 
Belfast to that which prevails in Eng- 
land, Scotland, and Dublin. Icertainly 
fail to see why this Bill should be put 
on a different footing from any other 
Private Bill at this period of the Session. 
I feel that hon. Members below the 
Gangway would not be in any worse 
position than they are now if the Bill is 
ordered to stand over, as other Private 
Bills will stand over, until the next meet- 
ing of Parliament. I feel that the ques- 
tion involyed in this clause is oné which 
requires a great deal of discussion ; and 
it must be remembered that we have 
had Municipal Franchise Bills before 
this House over and over again without 
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any clear and satisfactory decision having 
been arrived at. The hon. Member for 
Sligo stated in the previous discussion 
that the Municipal Franchise Bill had 
been rejected by the House of Lords. 
That, I believe, is not the case. The 
Municipal Franchise Bill has never yet 
been passed in this House. Conse- 
quently, the House of Lords never had 
an opportunity of dealing with it, and 
we do not know how they would deal 
with it if it came before them for con- 
sideration. If the Dissolution had not 
been decided upon, the promise made 
by the Government was that they would 
give facilities for the Municipal Bill to 
pass through its various stages in this 
House. They have had no opportunity 
of doing so owing to the Home Rule 
debate, which was then going on; and 
since the Dissolution has been announced 
it has been perfectly impossible for the 
Government to give any time for the 
discussion of this question. Then what 
we say is that this Bill ought to be 
introduced into the next Parliament in 
exactly the same position as it occupies 
now ; and hon. Members below the Gang- 
way will then have an opportunity of 
seeing whether the Municipal Franchise 
Bill is passed or not. I think that the 
hon. Member for Sligo showed no reason 
whatever on the former occasion why 
the usual precedent should be departed 
from, and why a clause of this kind 
should be inserted in a Private Bill. If 
the promoters of the Bill had given 
Notice of their intention to insert a clause 
of this nature in a Private Bill, they 
would have been at once met upon the 
Standing Orders by the charge that they 
were dealing with a great public ques- 
tion which was not entitled to be raised 
in a Private Bill. Then, again, no 
notice has been given to the ratepayers 
of Belfast that any question in reference 
to the municipal franchise of that bo- 
rough was intended to be raised in this 
Bill. I altogether deny that any bar- 

ain was made that the Bill should be 

ung up until the Municipal Franchise 
Bill was passed, and I think we are fully 
entitled to be placed in the same posi- 
tion on this occasion as the promoters of 
other Private Bills without compelling 
us to insert this clause in the Belfast 
Bill. I think that no grounds have been 
shown for the course which has been 
adopted, and I therefore oppose the in- 
sertion of the clause. 
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Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan,. W..): I have 
no desire to detain the House. I only 
wish to say that those hon. Members 
who oppose this clause ought to select 
one of two courses. They should either 
say they will agree to the clause, or 
that they do not wish to have the 
Bill at all. Practically speaking, the 
Bill is a Bill of the Corporation of Bel- 
fast ; but it is not a Bill of the inhabi- 
tants of Belfast. It was stated on the 
former occasion that the number of 
electors who return the Town Council of 
Belfast is something like 5,000, whereas 
the number of electors on the Parlia- 
mentary franchise is something like 
30,000. Therefore, it is perfectly idle 
for hon. Members above the Gangway, 
who, upon all occasions, are ready to 
say how extremely anxious they are 
that the municipal franchise in Ireland 
should be extended, to maintain that 
the franchise in the town of Belfast is in 
anything like a satisfactory position. I 
do not believe if the Members for the 
borough of Belfast were here that they 
would not be ready to say that they are 
in favour of the extension of the muni- 
cipal franchise in the Irish Parlia- 
mentary boroughs. The hon, Baronet 
who has just sat down (Sir James Corry) 
is in a peculiar position. Although he 
is an inhabitant of Belfast, he is the 
Representative of another place-—Mid 
Armagh—and it is easy for him to say 
that if the question of the municipal 
franchise is brought forward he will 
give the matter his careful considera- 
tion. We know very well what careful 
consideration means. It means that 
these Gentlemen will consider the de- 
tails of a Bill, and then pass some 
Amendments which will render the 
measure entirely worthless. If a man 
wants to support a Bill he generally 
says at once that he will support it, and 
he is not afraid of expressing his 
opinion. Another peculiar thing in 
regard to this Bill is that although 
the two Members for Belfast, who re- 
present what is usually called the Town 
Council, and who are really the nomi- 
nees of that Body, are not here to oppose 
this clause; on the contrary, the two 
democratic Members—the Members who 
represent the democratic non-Catholics 
of Belfast—are conspicuous by their ab- 
sence; and what is somewhat odd is the 
fact that one of those Members—the 
hon. Member for South Belfast (Mr. 
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Johnston)—actually introduced a Bill 
this Session for the extension of the 
municipal franchise in all the Irish bo- 
roughs, It is quite evident, therefore, 
that if he really desires to extend the 
municipal franchise he is not likely to 
support the rejection of this clause, As 
a matter of fact, a large and powerful 
section of those who represent the 
Conservative Party in the North of Ire- 
land are as strongly in favour of the 
extension of the municipal franchise in 
Ireland as we are; yet, at the same 
time, there are a number of Members 
above the Gangway who object to the 
extension of popular rights, and who 
aceordingly refuse to extend the fran- 
chise either in Belfast or in any other 
Irish municipality. Although hon. Mem- 
bers above the Gangway desire to see 
the general principle extended all over 
Ireland, they object to the insertion of 
this clause in a Private Bill. When the 
matter was before the House on a for- 
mer occasion the special objection was 
that it was not desirable to deal with the 
matter in a Private Act of Parliament; 
at the same time, hon. Members who 
took that objection said they were most 
desirous that the general principle 
should be established in regard to all 
parts of Ireland. Although they may 
have privately used their personal in- 
fluence in providing for the blocking of 
the Irish nicipal Franchise Bill, it does 
not seem that this action on their part 
has been successful ; and the result is that 
the Irish Municipal Franchise Bill still 
awaits Committee, and has never yet 
been able to get into a position in which 
it could be sent to the House of Lords, 
co that there might be an expression of 
opinion upon it on the part of that 
House. The position which that Bill now 
oceupies is entirely due to the conduct 
of the Conservative Members who sit 
above the Gangway. Under these cir- 
cumstances, I think the House will do 
well to agree to the proposition of my 
hon, Friend the Member for Sligo (Mr. 
Sexton), and to adopt this Amendment ; 
otherwise I should like to say to hon. 
Gentlemen above the Gangway that they 
will be precious well served if the Bill 
is thrown out altogether, and they have 
to begin de novo in a new Session of 
Parliament. If that were done an op- 
portunity would be afforded for gauging 
the general opinion as to whether or not 
this scheme is tho best that can be de- 
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vised, and whether the inhabitants of 
Belfast will prefer to have it, or some 
more desirable scheme in its place. 

Mae. PLUNKET (Dublin University) : 
This is undoubtedly a matter of some 
importance, and I should like to say a 
very few words upon it before the House 
takes any action with regard to it. My 
object in rising is not so much to argue 
the merits of the clause as to make an 
appeal to hon. Members below the Gang- 
way not, to persist in the course they 
seom inclined to take, but which, I hope, 
they will not adopt. What will happen 
is this. This isa Private Bill for the 
purpose of improving the main drainage 
of Belfast, and up. to a certain point 
this Private Bill has run its usual course. 
The hon. Member for Sligo (Mr. Sexton) 
has proposed to introduce this clause, 
which is a very important clause without 
doubt, and is really a scheme of muni- 
cipal reform as far as the town of Bel- 
fast is concerned. Well, that clause was 
objected to by hon. Members who repre- 
sent the town of Belfast, and there 
seems to have beena discussion upon it, 
from which I was unfortunately absent. 
I can, therefore, only say what I under- 
stand to have been the case. I am in- 
formed that the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant, being in his place, 
although he is unfortunately not in his 
place now, suggested that the clause 
should be withdrawn, not because he 
objected. to the principle of it, but be- 
cause he considered that it was an un- 
usual course fo introduce such a pro- 
posal into a Private Bill. I think that 
up to that point there is no controversy 
between hon. Gentlemen below the 
Gangway and those hon, Members who 
sit above it; but the object of pressing 
forward the clause at the present mo- 
ment is, I understand, this—that hon. 
Members below the Gangway consider 
that some bargain which was made with 
them has been violated by hon, Mem- 
bers who sit above the Gaugway. Now, 
IT am not going to say anything about 
that; but my hon. Friend who has just 
spoken has denied that there was any 
such bargain. I understand that what 
actually happened was this—it was pro- 
posed that the question should stand over 
until such time as there was an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the question of the 
extension of the municipal franchise 
generally, both in the House of Com- 
mons and in “ another place,” in which 
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event we might get rid of it altogether. 
Of course, hon. Members below the 
Gangway could not suppose that such an 
important matter as the extension of the 
municipal franchise in Ireland was to 
be discussed in Committee at any hour 
of the morning at which it might be 
brought forward. Certain hon. Mem- 
bers did not desire that that should 
happen, and therefore put down Notices 
of opposition which would have the 
effect of preventing the Bill from being 
taken at an unreasonable hour. Now, 
with a Dissolution imminent, I quite 
agree that it is impossible for the Muni- 
cipal Franchise Bill to be discussed in 
both Houses of Parliament; and hon. 
Members below the Gangway. say that, 
because they cannot get that Bill dis- 
cussed and disposed of in the way they 
desire, they will, therefore, stop the Main 
Drainage Bill for Belfast. That seems 
to me to be putting the saddle on the 
wrong horse. It has not been the fault 
of hon. Members on this side of the 
House that the Session has been cut 
short. Hon. Members above the Gang- 
way had no power to do that. It is 
the Government themselves who have 
brought about the Dissolution, and it 
is they who are really responsible for 
the breakdown of any understanding that 
was entered into, although my hon. Friend 
behind me (Sir James Corry) does not 
admit that there was any understanding 
whatever. I submit that it is quite impos- 
sible, in the present state of ‘he House, 
that there could be a fair decision taken 
on this or any other Bill. But are you 
going to stop this scheme for the local 
improvement of Belfast, and for estab- 
lishing a main drainage scheme for that 
town—a most important matter for tho 
inhabitants of Belfast—simply because 
you want to carry out some great muni- 
cipal change in regard to the Irish bo- 
roughs, but which it is impossible for 
you to bring about, owing to the Disso- 
lation having suddenly come upon us? 
I ask, is it common sense or fair play to 
the inhabitants of Belfast that this should 
happen? I sincerely trust that hon. 
Members below the Gangway will with- 
draw the clause. Certainly, if it is 
pressed, I shall feel it my duty to divide 
against them. 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tut EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir Witt1am Harcourt) (Derby): 
The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
has very properly declared his entire 
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occasion. If he had been aware of it, 
he would not have taken so conspicuous 
a part in the breaking through of the 
whole of that arrangement. That I am 
certain of from what I know of the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman. The as- 
sertion that there was no understanding 
is a matter of assertion which no one 
who was present can maintain for a 
single moment. The hon. Member for 
West Belfast (Mr. Haslett), whom I do 
not see present at this moment—[ Mr. 
Hastert intimated that he was in his 
place, }—that hon. Member stated his 
opinion that municipal reform in the 
borough of Belfast was highly necessary, 
and he supported the idea of carrying 
forward the general Bill for the exten- 
sion of the municipal franchise through- 
out the boroughs of Ireland. It was 
thoroughly understood that the post- 
ponement of the Drainage Bill took 
place simply in order that the Municipal 
Billshould go up to the House of Lords; 
and it was represented that there would 
be no opposition to it here. That was a 
distinct statement, and it was not con- 
tradicted. 

Mr, HASLETT (Belfast, W.): I beg 
distinctly to state that I never made any 
such statement. [‘‘Oh!”] Hon. Mem- 
bers below the Gangway say “Oh!” but 
I repeat that I never made any such 
statement, I am not like some hon. 
Members who are repeatedly making 
rash statements, and are, as a rule, re- 
quired to withdraw them. The right 
hon. Gentleman is under an entire mis- 
apprehension as to the course I took. 
What I did say was that I would give 
ny support to any fair consideration of 
the Municipal Franchise Bill, and every 
fair support I could in connection with 
the passing of it. From that I have 
never receded, and by neither act nor 
word have I sought to block the Bill or 
to keep it back, nor have I broken faith 
in the smallest particular. 

Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: That 
is exactly what I said. It was not of 
the hon. Member that I was speaking, 
but of certain hon. Members who sit 
below him. I only alluded to what the 
hon, Member stated in order'to show 
that the only representation made from 
the Benches opposite was in favour of 
the Municipal 5 
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represented the hon. Member as having 
been a supporter of municipal reform. 
Well, the Bill was postponed, as I was 
saying, upon the unanimous r ta- 
tion on that occasion that there would 
be no opposition in this House to the 
Municipal Bill. [Cries of “No!” from 
the Opposition. hat is my opinion, at 
any rate, and I remember that the state- 
ment was received with general assent. 
I think that the noble Lord the Member 
for East Leicestershire (Lord John Man- 
ners) spoke upon the occasion to which 
I refer ; but he said nothing about the 
Municipal Bill being opposed. In point 
of fact, not one single word was stated 
by any Member of the House as to an 

intention to oppose the Bill. Well, 
what hap ened? The Municipal Fran- 
chise Bill came on a few days ago in 
regular course, and it might have been 
discussed and sent up to the House of 
Lords if the right hon. and learned 
Member for the University of Dublin 
(Mr. Plunket) had not got up to object 
to it. If the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman had not taken that course, 
in all probability it would have gone up 
to the House of Lords, and the arrange- 
ment which had been made would have 
been carried out in its full integrity, 
and there would have been no necessit 

to deal with the matter in this Bill. 
Under those circumstances, it is for the 
House to consider what it will do. It 
has been deprived by the action of the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Member for the University of Dublin of 
the possibility of carrying out the under- 
standing which had been unanimously 
agreed to. He is the author, and not 
Her Majesty’s Government, of the failure 
to carry out that arrangement. Under 
the circumstances, we are called upon to 
take one of two courses. I do not believe 
that by the present Motion before the 
House it is possible to reject this Bill 
altogether. I should have preferred 
that course, if it were possible to take it, 
to the course now proposed of inserting 
this clause in a Private Bill, because it 
is admitted that although not unprece- 
dented it is an unusual course. I believe 
there is a precedent for it, but one 
which I do not think, as a general rule, 
ought to be followed. I refer to the 
Rathmines Bill. In the position in 
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University of Dublin, I do not see that 
we have any other alternative than to 
insert this clause. I think we are bound 
to do that in consequence of what hap- 
pened the other day. The only other 
oor course would be to reject the 

ill altogether; and as that course is not 

ible in consequence of the position 
in which we are now placed having 
regard to the whole matter, and the 
understanding which was arrived at 
three weeks ago, I shall certainly support 
the insertion of the clause. 

Mr. LEWIS (Londonderry): If there 
be any offender with regard to this Bill 
in’ reference to the blocking of it, and 
preventing it from coming on for hear- 
ing, I believe that I am that offender 
and no one else. I would venture to 
say that no one sitting on these Benches, 
or any other Bench, had any right or 
commission to speak for me, or for the 
course [ was prepared to take, which 
course has been uniform from the com- 
mencement— namely, to oppose the 
Municipal Franchise Bill. It has been 
stated by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchéquer that the 
action of my right hon. and learned 
Friend below me (Mr. Plunket) virtually 
stopped the progress of the Municipal 
Franchise Bill. All I can say is that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is en- 
tirely mistaken, because ever since the 
second reading of the Bill, except on 
oue occasion when it became a dropped 
Order, owing to the Jaches of those who 
were promoting the Bill, I have had a 
Motion on the Paper for the rejection of 
the Bill. I believe that my right hon. 
Friend the Member for the Basingstoke 
Division of Hampshire (Mr. Sclater- 
Booth) did, on the last occasion when 
the present Bill was under discussion, 
let fall an observation that if the 
Municipal Franchise Bill did not go up 
to the House of Lords it would be the 
fault of Her Majesty’s Government ; but 
what I apprehend he meant was that it 
would be in the power of the Govern- 
ment to give such facilities as would 
prevent the opponents of the Bill from 
making a successful opposition to it. 
The right hon. Gentleman did not say 
one word which could induce the Go- 
vernmeént to believe that my opposition 
to the Municipal Franchise Bill would 
not be persisted in. On behalf of 
my ¢onstituénts I have opposed that 
Bill from the very first, and I intend to 
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oppose it until the very last. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in somewhat heated Jan- 

age, has spoken of a breach of faith. 
ic Witi1am Harcourr: I said no- 
thing about a breach of faith.} Those 
words may not have been used by tho 
right hon. Gentleman; but he has a 
way of accusing persons of having been 
guilty of a breach of faith which is 
peculiarly his own. If there has been 
a breach of faith it must have been an 
understanding come to between compe- 
tent persons which has not been adhered 
to by one of the parties to it. Now, I 
want to know if the right hon. Gentle- 
man means to contend that there has not 
been the utmost fair play on the part of 
the opponents of the Municipal Fran- 
chise Bill? Where has been the want 
of fair play? On the second reading I 
stated distinctly that it was only in con- 
sequence of the state of the House at 
that time that I did not proceed to take 
a division upon the matter; and I added 
that I should, upon its future stages, 
give the most strenuous opposition in 
my power to the measure. From that 
attitude I have never withdrawn for a 
single hour. My right hon. and learned 
Friend below mo (Mr. Plunket) has not 
been an opponent of the Bill. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. and learned Gentleman spoke 
against its being proceeded with. 

Mr. LEWIS: No doubt, my right 
hon. and learned Friend spoke upon 
that occasion ; but he only referred to 
the Bill as being a content‘ous measure, 
and therefore being one which ought 
not to be allowed to go on. Nobody on 
the Treasury Bench, or on the Benches 
below the Gangway, will venture to sug- 
gest that they did not know, from the 
time of the second reading of the Bill 
until now, that I was an active and per- 
sistent opponent of the Municipal Fran- 
chise Bill. Then, in what way has there 
been any misrepresentation, or any mis- 
carriage, or misadventure? Everything 
has been perfectly clear and above-board ; 
and, so far as the present Bill is eon- 
cerned, it is a proof of the impropriety 
and inconvenience of endeavouring to 
deal with a public question in a Private 
Bill. I cannot help thinking that the 
course which has been taken by the Go- 
vernment is only part of their persistent 
attempt to curry favour with hon. Gen- 
tlemen below the Gangway, no matter 
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at what price, so far as the Business of 
the House is concerned. What they 
virtually say now to the promoters of 
the Bill is—‘‘ You shall not drain the 
town of Belfast.” {Cries of “Oh!” )] 
Yes; I maintain that that is what the 
Government say—‘‘ You shall not drain 
the town of Belfast, nor do anything to 
promote the health of the inhabitants, 
because the House will not consent to 
pass a democratic municipal franchise 
for the Irish boroughs.” In order to 
establish a leverage to enable the sup- 
porters of the Bill to get the democratic 
franchise they desire the Government to 
say they will allow this Private Bill to 
be run against the Public Bill, so that if 
the public measure is not passed there 
shall be an extension of the municipal 
franchise, at any rate, in the borough of 
Belfast. Her Majesty’s Government 
call that legislation, and that is the pro- 
tection which Ministers of the Crown 
are prepared to give to the Business of 
the House, and to the subjects of the 
Queen who come here and ask for the 
leave of Parliament to enable them to 
drain their own town and to effect other 
public improvements. I congratulate 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer on his 
method of improving the health of the 
country. I do not know whether the 
hon. Gentleman the Chairman of Com- 
mittees has spoken in the gourse of this 
debate; but, if not, I would ask him to 
state whether, within the range of his 
experience, or upon the Journals of the 
House, there has ever been such an at- 
tempt as this to enforee such an im- 
portant change in the publie law by 
means of a Private Bill? |The Chan. 
cellor of the Exchequer says that a pre- 
cedent was set in the Rathmines case; 
but that was no precedent at all, because 
in’ the Rathmines Bill there was an 
agreement upon all sides, and there was 
no contest whatever in regard to the 
matter. In this instance the Govern- 
ment have thought. proper to‘ keep 
the word of promise to the ear, and 
break it to the hope,” in regard to.con- 
tentious Business. They have. been 
doing it, all along, and they have been 
picking out. of the gutter during the 
last three weeks every little Bill they 
could which was: of au objectionable 
character, in order. to thrast it down 
the throats of the House... This is only 
a specimen of the eourse, of legislation 
whieh has been followed by Her Ma- 
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jesty’s Government in order to keep 
their ise that no eontentious mat- 
ters should be proceeded with, :so that 
the Business of Parliament might: be 
wound up in the course of two or'three 
weeks. I rose simply.for the purpose 
of shielding my right hon. and learned 
Friend. (Mr. Plunket).from the, unjust 
charge of mala fides. which was; made 
against him. by the Chancellor of. the 
Exchequer. My right hon. and learned 
Friend simply pointed out that the Muni- 
cipal Franchise Bill contained contentious 
matter: No doubt; hon. Members below 
the Gangway may be able to stamp this 
monstrous deformity upon the Private 
Legislation of the House. Let it, how- 
ever, be noted that in the days of an ex- 
piring. House of Commons,. and of; an 
expiring Ministry, Her Majesty’s.Gu- 
vernment have determined to leaye on 
record a masterly specimen of their 
wonderful. system. of legislation,. by 
means of which, in a Bill introduced for 
the purpose of improving the health of 
the town of Belfast, and for enabling 
the Corporation charged with the pro- 
tection of the health of that town to 
drain the borough properly, they refuse 
to allow the inhabitants to carry out.the 
improvements they propose unless they 
are willing to subject themselves. to 
tyrannical interference: with regard to 
the municipal franchise. Although the 
tactics which have been pursued with 
regard to this Bill may succeed to-day, 
I trust it will be recollected that the last 
effort of an expiring Ministry was to do 
an act of injustice towards an important 
Irish community—I presume as one way 
of showing their love: for Ireland... I 
have not the slightest doubt that. this 
tyranny will not be submitted to.. On 
the contrary, the Bill will be. withdrawn 
if this clause is passed, and any evil 
consequences that may result will rest 
upon the head of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
[“QOh!”], Yes; upon. his..head. and 
upon those of his.Colleagues. will) rest 
the. blame of having. prevented, the 
proper drainage of the, town of Belfast 
from a feeling simply of political spite, 
Mr. PLUNKET (Dublin University): 
Perhaps the House. will allow. me. to 
make a personal explanation. . 1. think 
it is,necessary that 1 should, do ,so in 
consequence of what has been said .b 
the, Chancellor. of; the . Exchequer. ., 
need not now comment upon the disere- 
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tion which the right hon. Gentleman has 
exercised in what he has stated. I 
simply desire to state to the House that 
what I really said was this. The Front 
Bench on this side of the House were 
challenged by the right hon. Gentle- 
man as to whether the Municipal Fran- 
chise Bill was regarded as contentious or 
not; and I, as one of the Irish Repre- 
sentatives sitting on this Bench, got up 
eae said that I had not been present 
when the transaction referred to occurred, 
and that I knew nothing about the 
Belfast Main Drainage Bill, but that L 
saw on the Notice Paper Notice of oppo- 
sition from two or three hon. Members 
on this side of the House who I knew 
were very much interested in the mea- 
sure. I said that as far as I was con- 
cerned I had never opposed the Bill, 
and that I did not intend to oppose 
it; but under the circumstances, seeing 
these Notices of opposition on the Paper, 
and having regard to the period of the 
Session and the approaching Dissolu- 
tion, I could not say that it was not a 
contentious measure. That is all that I 
said, and I left the matter in the hands 
of the House ; and, therefore, so far as 
I am concerned, I repudiate altogether 
the charge of breach of faith. 

Tue OHAERMAN or WAYS anp 
MEANS (Mr. Courtney) (Cornwall, 
Bodmin): I shall certainly feel con- 
strained to vote against this clause ; and 
perhaps the House will allow me very 
briefly to explain the ground on which I 
do so. In the first place, I wish to dis- 
sociate myself from the language and 
opinions of the hon. Member for Lon- 
donderry (Mr. Lewis), which I certainly 
do not share. I do not consider the 
matter in regard to the question of jus- 
tice or injustice to the town of Belfast, 
or the policy or impolicy of extending 
the municipal franchise in Ireland ; but 
I look upon it only in one way—namely, 
in regard to the conduct of Private Busi- 
ness in this House. As far as I know 
the municipal franchise in Ireland rests 
on a Public Act passed 40 years ago. 
That Act has never been interfered with, 
except on one occasion in connection with 
the municipal franchise of the City of 
Dublin. But that was done by a Public 
Act and not by a Private Bill. My right 
hon. Friend the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer says that Parliament has also 
dealt with the question in the case of 
Rathmines. But Rathmines is a town- 
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ship of Dublin, and it was-organized 
under a Private Act. Last year a Pri- 
vate Bill was introduced to amend the 
Act, and that Private Bill undoubtedly 
contained a clause dealing with the fran- 
chise, What is proposed to be done here 
in the ease of the Belfast Bill is to intro- 
duce a clause into a private measure 
which has nothing whatever to do with 
the municipal franchise; but the altera- 
tion in the ease of Rathmines was carried 
out in a very different manner, and bya 
Bill which, among other matters, dealt 
directly with the franchise. The town- 
ships of Dublin have been organized by 
a special Act, and the proposal in the 
Rathmines case was simply to alter that 
special Act. But no Public Act relating 
to Ireland generally has ever been, as 
far as I am aware, amended except by 
another Publie Act ; and I think it would 
be a dangerous precedent to establish if 
we are now to lay down the principle 
that a Public Act may be altered in 
essential particulars by a Private Bill. 
I believe that the adoption of this clause 
would create considerable confusion in 
referenc2 to the Private Bill Legislation 
of this House, and therefore I feel bound 
to vote against it. 

Mr. EWART (Belfast, N.): I am 
afraid that an act of very great injustice 
is about to be done to Belfast, the 
drainage of which is, at the present 
moment, in a very unfortunate posi- 
tion. The subject is one which has 
long attracted the attention of scien- 
tific men; and at the meeting of the 
Social Science Congress or the British 
Association which was held there some 
years ago a very unfavourable verdict 
was passed upon the condition of the 
drainage of the town. Great difficulties 
have hitherto been experienced in carry- 
ing out the works that are necessary for 
the drainage of Belfast, and which will 
be of considerable magnitude, and will 
cost a great deal of money, although 
not half so much as the estimate which 
has been given by hon. Members 
below the Gangway. There can be no 
doubt that the works, when completed, 
will confer considerable benefit upon 
the town; and yet it is now sought, in 
what I cannot help considering a most 
un-Constitutional way, to introduce a 
clause which, if carried, will, undoubt- 
edly, be tantamount to the rejection of 
the Bill. With regard to that clause, I 
will only say that the hon. Member for 
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— (Mr. Sexton) spoke of the House 
as having been deluded by the Corpo- 
ration of Belfast, who are promoting 
this Bill. I certainly think the House 
will be deluded if it accepts this clause. 
One representation which has been made 
in regard to the clause is that it will 
place the municipal franchise of Belfast 
in conformity with that of England, 
Scotland, and Dublin; but I am in- 
formed thet there are very important 
differences. For instance, six months’ 
residence is sufficient in Ireland, whereas 
12 months’ residence is required in Eng- 
land, There are also other matters of 
difference with which I will not trouble 
the House. I must say, however, that 
the position of affairs is most unfortu- 
nate. I very much regret the attitude 
which has been taken by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer; but I think I am entitled to appeal 
from him to the common sense of hon. 
Members on both sides of the House not 
to undo what has already been done by 
Committees in both Houses of Parlia- 
ment in regard to the Bill—a Bill which 
is so much needed by the town of Belfast. 
I have only one other remark to make, 
and it is this—that the conduct of the 
hon. Member for Sligo (Mr. Sexton) and 
his Friends below the Gangway is a 
proof of what the North of Ireland may 
expect if the Government of Ireland 
Bill ever becomes law. 

Mr. HASLETT (Belfast, W.) rose, 
but was received with cries of ‘‘ Spoke” 
from the Irish Members below the 
Gangway. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is entitled to make a personal explana- 
tion if he desires to do so. 

Mr. HASLETT: I only wished to 
make an observation in reference to the 
residential part of the question so far as 
the municipal franchises is concerned. 

Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, N.): That is 
not a personal explanation, but a matter 
of argument. 

Lorv JOHN MANNERS (Leicester- 
shire, E.): I wish to make an eppeal 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer bo- 
fore the House proceeds to a division. I 
listened attentively to the speech which 
the right hon. Gentleman addressed to 
the House, and it appeared to me that the 
sole ground upon which he based his 
support of this clause was that there 
had been a precedent in the case of 
Rathmines. At the same time, the 
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right hon. Gentleman told us that he did 
not approve of that precedent; but, as 
it was a precedent, he availed himself of 
it. Since then we have heard the speech 
of the Chairman of Ways and Means, in 
which the hon. Gentleman distinctly told 
and showed the House that the Rath- 
mines case is no precedent at all; and, 
therefore, I wish to appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman whether he now thinks 
that the Rathmines case is a precedent in 
any sense of the word for what is now 
proposed to be done? After the distinct 
declaration of the Chairman of Ways 
and Means, I would venture, further, to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman if he will 
not adopt one or other of two courses, 
which in my experience has been in- 
variably adopted by a Oabinet Minister 
—that is, either to support the Chairman 
of Committees in any case affecting the 
Private Business of the House, or to 
abstain altogether from voting ? 

Tar CHANCELLOR or raz EXCHE- 
QUER(Sir Witttam Harcovrr)( Derby): 
I am sorry to say that, although I have 
possibly been wrong, I have had on two 
or three occasions to differ with the 
Chairman of Committees. I certainly 
do not think that the Rathmines pre- 
cedent doesnotapply. On the contrary, 
I think that it does apply. With re- 
spect to the observations of the hon. 
Member for Belfast who spoke last on 
this occasion (Mr. Ewart), I wish to 
point out that the town of Belfast would 
not lose the advantage of its improved 
drainage if this clause is passed. It 
will get its improved drainage all the 
same. 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes 128 ; Noes 
98: Majority 30.—(Div. List, No. 140.) 

Clause added. 

Bill to be read the third time. 


QUESTIONS. 


a 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND)—CORK POST- 
MEN—GOOD SERVICE STRIPES. 
Mr. DEASY (Mayo, W.) (for Mr. 
Mavrice Heaty) (Cork) asked the Se- 
cretary to the Treasury, Whether it is 
the fact that a number of the town 
postmen attached to the Cork Post Office 
have been for a considerable time 
entitled to good service ‘‘ stripes,’”’ bring- 











55 Egypt—Transitof Slaves 


ing increased pay; and, if so, why the 
granting of the stripes is delayed ; whe- 
ther, when granted, the men will re- 
ceive back pay for the period during 
which the stripes were delayed; whe- 
ther it is the fact that the Cork postmen 
are excluded from the privilege of com- 
peting for positions in the higher grades 
of the service, such as that of letter 
sorter, &c. when vacancies occur, though 
this right exists in other offices having a 
similar status; whether it is the fact 
that Cork postmen, though attached to 
a first class office, and numbering 25, 
are placed, as regards pay, in the same 
position asthe Limerick postmen, Lime- 
rick being a second class office, having 
only four town postmen; and, if the 
facts are as stated, whether the Depart- 
ment intend to take any steps to redress 
the grievances of the Cork officials ? 

Tue SECRETARY ro raz TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowrer) ( Wol- 
verhampton, E.): I think the Question 
of the hon. Member must have been put 
under a misapprehension. The number 
of good conduct stripes is strictly limited, 
and no postman can be said to have 
become entitled to the distinction simply 
because he has served the full period 
after which he is eligible to receive it. 
No good conduct stripes are available 
atthe present moment; but as soon as 
they become so the claims of the Cork 
postmen will be considered with those 
of others. The Cork and Limerick 
postmen are paid on the same scale. 
The hon. Member speaks, indeed, of Cork 
as a first class office, and of Limerick as 
an office of the second class; but the 
Postmaster General knows of no such 
distinction, nor can he admit that the 
number of postmen attached to any par- 
ticular office should regulate the scale 
of pay. Except in London, Edinburgh, 
and Dublin, the appointment of letter 
sorter, so called, does not exist. As 
regards all other appointments, the post- 
men at Cork are not excluded from any 
privilege which postmen enjoy els2- 
where. 


CIVIL SERVICE—LOWER DIVISION 
CLERKS AND WRITERS. 

Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) asked Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, Whetber, having regard 
to the long time that the case of the 
Civil Service writers has been under the 


consideration of the Lords of the Trea- 
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sury, he can now state if their decision 
will be made known before the Dissolu- 
tion of Parliament ? 

Tue SECRETARY ro tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowter) (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) (who replied) said: I 
can only refer the hon. Member to the 
answer which I gave on this subject on 
Friday last in reply to the Question of 
the hon. Member for Queen’s County 
(Mr. Arthur O’Connor). 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND) — GRANGE- 
GIRTH, CO. MEATH. 

Dr. O’ DOHERTY (Meath, N.) asked 
the Secretary to the Treasury, If he 
can inform him whether the prayer of 
the petition presented to the Postal De- 
partment by the people of Grangegirth, 
county Meath, for the establishment of 
a post office at that place will be acceded 
to? 

Tue SECRETARY ro true TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowter) (Wol- 
verhampton, E.): The inquiries which 
are now being made on this subject are 
not quite completed ; but the hon. Mem- 
ber shall be made acquainted with the 
Postmaster General’s decision as soon as 
possible. 


EGYPT--TRANSIT OF SLAVES 
THROUGH THE SUEZ CANAL. 

Mr. A. E. PEASE (York) asked the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, Whether Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment are prepared to take any steps 
to prevent the transit of slaves brought 
by pilgrims from Mecca through the 
Suez Canal; and, whether the recent 
dismissal of M. Zananiri by the Egyp- 
tian Government has any relation to the 
activity shown by him in stopping the 
transit of such slaves at Suez? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Mr. Bryce) (Aberdeen, 8.): 
Her Majesty’s Government have not 
received recent Reports that the prac- 
tice of pilgrims bringing slaves from 
Mecca through the Suez Canal is on the 
increase; but instructions are being 
sent to Sir Evelyn Baring to report 
whether this is the case, and what can 
be done in the matter. All such action 
as Her Majesty’s Government can 
legally take to prevent the transit of 
slaves through the Canal has been, and 
will continue to be, taken. As regards 
the second paragraph of the Question, 
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M. Zananiri has laid his case before 
Her Majesty’s Government, and it has 
been referred to Sir H. Drummond 
Wolff for observations. 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS — MILI- 
TIAMEN VOTERS. 


Tue Eart or MARCH (Sussex, 
Chichester) asked the Secretary of 
State for War, Whether any facilities 
can be given to Militiamen called up 
for training to record their votes at the 
ensuing elections, considering that in 
many cases they will be quartered at 
such a distance from their polling sta- 
tions as will make it impossible for 
them to vote ? 

Tue SURVEYOR GENERAL or 
ORDNANCE (Mr. Woopatt) (Hanley) 
(who replied on behalf of the Seere- 
tary of State) said: The Regulations 
already provide that leave may be given 
to any person employed on military 
duty to be absent from barracks for so 
long a time as he may require for re- 
cording his vote. I am not aware of 
any’ further facilities which can be 
given; as to be absent from home with 
his regiment when the regiment is in 
training is an incident of every Militia- 
man’s service. 


TRADE OF BRITISH INDIA—THE BLUE 
BOOK—MR, J. E. O'CONOR. 


Mr. ASHTON (Cheshire, Hyde) 
asked the Under Secretary of State for 
India, Whether “the Review of the 
Trade of British India with Foreign 
Countries for the Official Year ended 
the 31st March 1885,” by Mr. J. E. 
O’Conor, just issued as a Blue Book, 
is identical with that issued by the In- 
dian Government last August; if so, 
whether there is any reason why its 
publication in this Country has been so 
long delayed ; and, whether it is essen- 
tial to incur the expense of publication 
both in India and in England ? 

Tut UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Mr. Starrorp Howarp) (Glou- 
eester, Thornbury): The Blue Book 
just issued contains Mr. O’Conor’s 
Trade Report; but it is not identical 
with the volume issued by the Govern- 
ment of India, as it also contains Tables 
giving full details of the trade of Bri- 
tish India for the five years 1880-1 to 
1884-5. The preparation and printing 
of these quinquennial Tables caused the 
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delay about which the hon. Member 
asks. The most economical manner of 
presenting these Tables to Parliament 
was carefully revised a few years ago, 
when it was decided that every fifth 
year quinquennial Tables should be pre- 


pared. 


NEW ZEALAND—THE CEMETERY, AT 
TAURANGA. 

Apmirat FIELD (Sussex, . East- 
bourne) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, Whether he will 
be pleased to call the attention of the 
Government of New Zealand to the 
very discreditable condition of the ceme- 
tery at Tauranga, in North: Island, 
where lie interred many Naval and 
Military officers, seamen, marines, and 
soldiers who lost their lives in ‘the 
various engagements with the Maoris 
in the vicinity of the famous Gate Pah 
in 1864; that such steps may be taken 
as may be found necessary to put their 
graves, tombstones, and other records of 
their faithful and gallant service in 
decent and proper order, in honour of 
their memories, and in a manner worthy 
of the Colony who profited so largely by 
the brave conduct of our Naval and 
Military Forces on that occasion ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Mr. Ossornz Moxean) (Den- 
bighshire, E.): In reply to the last in- 
quiry on this subject in August, 1880, 
we were informed: that the graves of 
the officers and men of the 43rd and 68th 
Regiments at Tauranga were kept in 
good order by the armed Constabulary 
at that station, and that whatever sum 
had been yearly required for the repair 
of the graves and fences had been dis- 
bursed by the Colonial Defence De- 
partment, £23 3s. having been expended 
in the preceding November. We have 
heard nothing further on the subject; 
but we have no reason to believe that 
the New Zealand Government has neg- 
lected the cemetery. But if the hon. 
and gallant Member has any recent and 
authentic information on the subject, we 
should be glad to communicate further 
with the Colonial Government respect- 
ing it. 

PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (SCOT- 
LAND)—POLLING STATIONS 
IN ARGYLLSHIRE. 


Mr. MACFARLANE (Argyll) asked 
the Lord Advocate, If he has commu- 
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nicated with the Sheriffs of Argyllshire 
with reference to an increase of the 
number of polling stations in that 
county, and especially as to the desira- 
bility of having one allotted to the 
Islands of Tiree and Coll, so as to save 
the voters the necessity of crossing over 
20 miles of sea to record their votes; 
and, what reply (if any) he has received 
from the Sheriff ? 

Tue LORD ADVOOATE (Mr. J. B. 
Batrovur) (Clackmannan, &c.), in reply, 
said, he had communicated with the 
Sheriff of Argyllshire on this matter, 
and had also had a personal interview 
with him. The Sheriff informed him 
that it would be, in his judgment, im- 
possible to have a polling station at 
Tiree or Coll for the money which would 
be allowed under the Returning Officers’ 
Bill, if it became law; and, further, if 
there were a polling station at either of 
these Islands, it was not unlikely that 
the Presiding Officer would not be able 
to get there, or, if he got there, that he 
would be able to get back, and the 
result might be that the election would 
be stopped, causing great expense. The 
voters, he believed, preferred going to 
Tobermory, which they could reach by 
steamer. 

Mr. MACFARLANE asked, whether 
it was not the fact that Petitions were 
sent to the Sheriff last year from both 
these Islands praying for one joint poll- 
ing place? He should like to know by 
what steamer the inhabitants of Coll 
could go to Tobermory ? 

Tue LORD ADVOOATE pointed out 
that the Petitions in question were pre- 
sented when his Predecessors were in 
Office, and they had not been renewed 
this year. He had no personal know- 
ledge concerning the steamer communi- 
cation. 


CENTRAL ASIA—COLONEL LOCK- 
HART'S EXPEDITION. 

Mr. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall) (for Mr. BapEen-Powett) 
asked the Under Secretary of State 
for India, Whether Her Majesty’s 
Government can give the House any 
information as to the present position of 
Colonel Lockhart and his Mission in 
Badakshan ? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Mr. Starrorp Howarp) (Glou- 
cester, Thornbury): Colonel Lockhart, 
after visiting Gilgit and Chitral, on a 
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journey of exploration, has passed into 
Ss on his return to India 
by the country of the Hindu Khush. 
There is no truth in a recent report that 
Colonel Lockhart and his party had been 
seized and imprisoned in Badakshan. 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL 
(Paddington, 8.): What was the date 
of that Report ? 

Mr. STAFFORD HOWARD; I be- 
lieve it is to-day. That is the latest 
information we have. 


MERCHANDISE (FRAUDULENT MARK. 
ING) BILL. 

Mr. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall) (for Mr. BapEn-PoweEtt) 
asked the President of the Board of 
Trade, Whether he will state the reasons 
for which the Merchandise (Fraudulent 
Marking) Bill was withdrawn by the 
Government on Friday ? 

THe SECRETARY ro tut BOARD 
(Mr. C. T. D. Actanp) (Cornwall, Laun- 
ceston) (who replied) said: I am bound 
to state that the withdrawal of the Bill 
took place under a misunderstanding on 
my part. I had moved the second read- 
ing under the impression that it was the 
intention of the Board of Trade, and 
that the Bill had been printed and cir- 
culated. But when I found that it was 
not in the hands of Members I said I 
would withdraw the Motion for second 
reading. You, Sir, understood me to 
say that I would withdraw the Bill; and 
while I was engaged in explaining to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer what 
was intended the Motion to discharge 
the Order was passed. The introduction 
of the Bill after the Notice of a Dissolu- 
tion of Parliament was solely with the 
view of getting it printed and circulated, 
so that the policy of the Board of Trade, 
both in respect to false marking and to 
the Resolutions of the Rome Convention, 
might be understood and considered 
before the next meeting of Parliament. 
It was not expected that a measure of 
this importance could be carried through 
both Houses of Parliament at the close 
of the Session. I have, however, taken 
care that the Bill should be circulated, 
and it will be in the hands of Members 
to-morrow. 


VENEZUELA—CLAIMS OF BRITISH 
SUBJECTS. 
Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) asked 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
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Affairs, Whether any teh has been 

‘yet received from the Venezuelan Go- 
vernment, as promised by telegram, in 
reply to the claims of British subjects 
arising out of the illegal seizure of the 
ships Henrtetta and Josephine, and the 
personal ill-treatment of their crews and 
passengers ? 

Toe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Mr. Bryce) (Aberdeen, 8.) : 
Since I replied to the hon. Member's 
Question on the 8rd instant, a further 
telegram has been received from Her 
Majesty’s Minister at Caracas, stating 
that the Venezuelan Government have 
declined to entertain the representations 


. made to it, which pressed for compensa- 


tion to the owners and crews of the 
Henrietta and Josephine. The Secretary 
of State is now awaiting the arrival of 
the despatch communicating the text of 
the Venezuelan reply. Papers on the 
subject have been prepared, and will be 
laid before Parliament immediately. 


ARMY—THE REVIEW AT ALDERSHOT. 


Apmirat FIELD (Sussex, LEast- 
bourne) asked the Secretary of State for 
War, Whether arrangements can be 
made to enable Members of the present 
House of Commons, and their wives, to 
witness the forthcoming Review of the 
Troops at Aldershot by Her Majesty on 
2nd July ? 

Toe SURVEYOR GENERAL or 
ORDNANCE (Mr. Woopatt) (Hanley) 
(who replied) said: The march past will 
take place in the Long Valley, and there 
will not be any special arrangements for 
spectators. There is, however, ample 
room at Aldershot for all sightseers. 

Apmirat FIELD: What I want to 
know is, whether Members will be 
allowed inside the line of sentries on 
presentation of their cards ? 

Mr. WOODALL: I do not under- 
stand that that would be the case. 


CEYLON—ECCLESIASTICAL GRANTS. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Not- 
tingham, 8.) asked the Under Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, Whether there 
has been received at the Colonial Office 
a Memorial from Ceylon, asking for an 
extension for another five years of the 
payments, out of the public revenues of 
the Dependency, of annual grants for 
ecclesiastical purposes, instead of such 
grants ceasing in the case of vacancies 
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in July, according to the decision of the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies at the 
end of 1880; whether he will place sueh 
Memorial before Parliament; and, whe- 
ther he will give an assurance that the 
prayer of the Memorial will not be 
granted without affording to Parliament 
an opportunity for considering the sub- 
ject ? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Mr. Ospornz Moraan) (Den- 
bighshire, E.) : A Memorial from Ceylon 
to the effect stated in the Question has 
recently been received at the Colonial 
Office; and the Governor has been in- 
formed, in reply, that the Secretary of 
State cannot consent to postpone the 
withdrawal of these ecclesiastical grants 
after the expiration of the period pre- 
viously decided. Under these circum- 
stances, the hon. Member will hardly 
require the Memorial to be laid before 
the House. 


INCOME TAX (LIVERPOOL)—IRON 
SAILING SHIPS. 


Mr. BAILY (Liverpool, Exchange) 
asked Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Why the Commissioners of Income Tax 
assume as the depreciation on iron sail- 
ing ships belonging to Liverpool three 
per cent. on their value, whilst on all 
similar ships belonging to other ports 
it is taken at five per cent. ? 

Tue CHANCELLOR or rae EXCHE- 
QUER(Sir Wittiam Harcovrt)(Derby): 
The question is entirely at the discretion 
of the local Commissioners, It is one 
in which the Government do not inter- 
fere. There is every reason to believe 
that the Commissioners at Liverpool are 
competent to determine a question of 
that kind. 


PARLIAMENT—THE DISSOLUTION. 


THe CHANCELLOR or rut EXCHE- 
QUER (Sir Wittram Harcourt)( Derby): 
Sir, as there is no Business for the House 
to transact to-morrow, I will propose— 
“That the House, at its rising, do ad- 
journ till Thursday.” 

Sm MICHAEL HICKS - BEACH 
(Bristol, W.): Can the right hon, Gen- 
tleman tell us what Business will be 
taken on Thursday, and what will be 
the probable date of the Prorogation ? 

Sm ROBERT FOWLER (London) : 
Does the House meet on Thursday for 
Business, or only to be prorogued ? 
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Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: It will | ceal in the matter. We have frankly 


meet on Thursday to receive Business 
coming from the, Lords. No other 
Business will be dealt with on that day. 
It is understood that the Prorogation 
will take place on Friday, and the Dis- 
solution on Saturday. 

Motion agreed to. 

Resolved, That this House will, at the 
rising of the House this day, adjourn 
till Thursday next.—( Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
— 0» ——- 
CONSOLIDATED FUND (APPROPRIA- 
TION) BILL, 

(Mr. Courtney, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Mr. Henry H. Fowler.) 

THIRD READING. 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 


ISLANDS OF THE SOUTH PACIFIC— 
THE NEW HEBRIDES—POLICY OF 
THE GOVERNMENT.—QUESTION. 

Sm WALTER B. BARTTELOT 
(Sussex, North-West) asked the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
What course the Government intended 
totake with regard to the New Hebrides? 
He presumed the hon. Gentleman would 
be prepared to state that Her Majesty’s 
Government intended to take a firm and 
determined course with regard to this 
most important question. 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Mr. Bryce) (Aberdeen, §.): 
Sir, the question of my hon. and gallant 
Friend opposite comes upon me rather as 
a surprise. I received no intimation 
from him that he was going to bring 
before the House this delicate matter ; 
and, although I fully admit that on the 
Appropriation Bill he is entitled toraise a 
question of this kind, still I think he 
must feel that it would have been more 
satisfactory to the House if he had in- 
formed me of his intention to raise it, so 
that I wight be in a better position to 
deal with topics of a gravity and a 
delicacy which he will be the first 
to recognize. As regards the facts, 
I have nothing to add to the in- 
formation which I gave to the House 
on two occasions last week. Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government have nothing to con- 





and fully given to the House all the in- 
formation we possessed on the subject. 
We lost no time, as soon as the question 
arose, in communicating with the French 
Government on the subject—not only 
through our own Ambassador in Paris, 
but with the French Ambassador here ; 
and we addressed certain inquiries which 
were answered by the French Govern- 
ment, as far as the information in its 
possession at the time went, with perfect 
candour and without anydelay. There 
were certain other points, not within the 
knowledge of the French Government, in 
regard to which they have promised to 
make inquiries.. As far as the matter 
has gone, we have no reason to complain 
of the attitude, conduct, and language 
of the French Government, 1t has been 
candid and straightforward, They have 
admitted to the full the engagements 
which they entered into in 1878—I 
think — and which they repeated in 
1883. They have admitted that they 
are bound by these engagements; and 
no difference of opinion has disclosed 
itself between them and ourselves as to 
the binding nature of those engage- 
ments. In that state of facts, I do not 
really see what more I can tell my hon. 
and gallant Friend or the House. The 
attitude of France is clear in the matter. 
Her Government gave no instructions 
which would have warranted the acts 
which have been reported, and they 
assure us that if the Frerch flag has 
been hoisted this has been Jone without 
any instructions, and shall not be con- 
tinued. That is their unequivocal an- 
swer to us, and the attitude of Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government itself has been 
equally clear and distinct. ‘We consider 
the engagement of 1878 to be binding, 
and we have no idea of its being de- 
parted from. We are very sensible of 
the feeling of the Australian Colonists— 
to which my hon. and gallant Friend 
has referred. We are aware that public 
opinion there is excited upon this matter. 
We are aware of the interest they have 
in it; we fully appreciate the strong 
objection they entertain to the creation of 
convict settlements in any new part of 
the Western Pacific; and the House 
may be perfectly certain that their feel- 
ings in that matter are so fully entered 
into hy Her Majesty’s Government that 
all proper weight has been given, and 
will continue to be given, to the senti- 
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ments of the Australian Colonists. I 
feel, Sir, that in this state of the facts 
there ‘is really nothing further for me to 
say to the House. e have concealed 


nothing from it; and I think the House 
may rest assured that the matter is not 
only receiving all the attention which the 
Colonists could wish, but that it will be 
dealt with in a spirit at once firm and 
conciliatory, a spirit equally satisfactory 
gland and the people 


to the people of 
of Australia. 

Mr. BOURKE (Lynn Regis): I am 
not surprised that my hon. and gallant 
Friend has brought forward this ques- 
tion, because it is one on which, no 
doubt, the Colonists and the people of 
this country feel most deeply. But, 
having said what he has said, I think 
that my hon. and gallant Friend may 
be satisfied with the reply of the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 
In fact, I do not think there is any dif- 
ference whatever between the two sides 
of the House upon this question. Both 
sides of the House recognize to the 
fullest extent the importance of the 
question ; both sides have recognized to 
the fullest extent the interest which the 
Colonists take in it; and both sides re- 
cognize that the French Government, 
under the cireumstances, have done all 
that they could be called upon to do. At 
the same time, there are questions which 
have been left in abeyance, and upon 
which the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs has said the present Go- 
vernment are still making inquiries. Of 
course, we shall in future make further 
inquiries of the Government with regard 
to these questions. I think I may say also 
that the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (the Earl of Rosebery), as far as 
I have been able to ascertain, has used 
language quite worthy of the dignity of 
this country. 


CIVIL SERVICE—LOWER DIVISION 
CLERKS AND WRITERS, 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr. PULESTON (Devonport) valled 
attention to the case of the Civil Service 
clerks and writers, and requested the 
Secretary to the Treasury to inform the 
House what had been done in the matter. 
He understood that a scheme with re- 
gard to the Lower Division clerks was 
in the hands of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ; and it was desirable that 
hon. Members should be put in posses- 
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Sion of any informaticn that tas to be 
given on the subject. ; 7 

Sin HERBERT MAXWELL (Wig- 
ton) said, he desired to refer to another 
class of the Civil Service—the Inland 
Revenue officials. Previous to the last 
Election, the present Secretary to the 
Treasury had acknowledged that ‘this 
class had grievances which ought to be 
remedied. 

Tue SECRETARY to tan TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fow rer) ( Wol- 
verhampton, E.) said, he had not made 
any statement to that effect. 

Sir HERBERT MAXWELL eaid, 
that was the impression he left on a de- 
putation that waited upon him. Out of 
4,000 Inland Revenue officials, 3,900 
had petitioned for a Parliamentary in- 
quiry into their grievances, and that in- 
quiry ought to be granted. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
8.W.) called attention to the case of the 
writers specifically, which, he said, was 
one of real and great grievance. With 
regard to the Lower Division clerks, he 
understood there still existed an insu- 
perable bar to their promotion, and he 
thought that was unjust, and ought to be 
removed. 

Mr. GREGORY (Sussex, East Grin- 
stead) commended the case of the clerks 
of the Chancery Division to the favour- 
able consideration of the Secretary to 
the Treasury. 

Str HENRY HOLLAND (Hamp- 
stead) wished to say a few words on this 
subject before the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury (Mr. Henry H. Fowler) rose to an- 
swer. He desired to express his hope 
that the hon. Gentleman would be able 
to give a full and satisfactory statement, 
and especially that he would be able to 
promise an inquiry, such as asked for, 
into the questions which affected so ma- 
terially so large a body of men. As 
regarded the Civil Service writers, he 
understood that their case had been in- 
quired into, and that a scheme had been 
prepared which was now under the con- 
sideration of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. [Mr. Henry H. Fowter 
dissented.] Then he would only ex- 
press an earnest hope that a speedy 
decision would be arrived at by the 
Departmental Committee which, hé be- 
lieved, was sitting upon the quéstion. 
As regarded the case of the Lower Divi- 
sion clerks, he desired, speaking for 
himself, to express his individual opinion 
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in favour of @ Parliamentary Inquiry 
into the working of the Playfair Scheme, 
which was based upon the Report of 
a Royal Commission, so far, at all 
events, as it bore upon those clerks. 
He thought such an inquiry would 
create no bad precedent, because 10 
years had elapsed since the Playfair 
Scheme came into operation ; and it was 
not an unfair demand to make that after 
that lapse of time any scheme of that 
kind should be revised, if complaints of 
a substantial character were made by 
those who were mainly affected by it. 
He wished it to be understood that he 
was stating his own personal opinion ; 
but his right hon. Friend the late Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer (Sir Michael 
Hicks-Beach), when in Office, had shown 
no disinelination to such an inquiry. 
In reply to a Question on the 11th of 
August, 1885, the right hon. Gentleman 
said— 

“T am sorry to say that I have not yet been 
able to give to this important subject the atten- 
tion it deserves; and, therefore, I should not 
like to give a definite promise with reference to 
the appointment of a Committee next year to 
inquire into the working of the Playfair 
Scheme ; but Iam disposed to think that such 
an inquiry would be desirable. It is proposed 
to obtain Reports from the different depart- 
ments as to the working of the scheme, so that 
the replies received would form a basis for the 
investigation of such a Committee if ap- 
pointed.” —(3 Hansard, [300] 1734.) 


He (Sir Henry Holland) would be glad 
to learn if those Reports had been called 
for and made, as they would, undoubt- 
edly, prove most useful if a Committee 
was appointed. As regarded the point 
raised by the hon. Member for Bethnal 
Green (Mr. Pickersgill), he would not 
believe for a moment that any new 
scheme would place any bar to promo- 
tion. If it did, it would be entirely 
contrary to the principle of the Playfair 
Scheme, which allowed promotion after 
10 years to the Lower Division clerks. 
There must be some complete misappre- 
hension in the mind of the person who 
wrote the paragraph referred to. In 
conclusion, he hoped that the Secretary 
to the Treasury would be able to meet 
the wishes of this numerous body of 
men who were engaged in the Public 
Service, and whose grievances well 
founded, should be redressed, 

Tue SECRETARY to tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowzer) (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) said, that of course 


Sir Henry Holland 








any Reports with reference to the admi- 
nistration of any public Department 
would carry great weight; but he was 
surprised to hear the right hon. Baronet 
(Sir Henry Holland) give the sanction 
of his high authority to the principle of 
Parliamentary Committees being the 
best tribunal for the investigation of the 
internal working of any public Depart- 
ment of the State. 

Sim HENRY HOLLAND said, that 


what he stated was that the Playfair © 


Scheme, which applied to all Depart- 
ments of the State, was the result of a 
Commission; and, therefore, it might 
fairly be inquired into by a. Committee 
or a Commission. 

Mr. HENRY H. FOWLER said, 
that was the result of a Royal Commis- 
sion, not of a Parliamentary Committee. 
He thought they must all admit, how- 
ever, that it was not possible for a Par- 
liamentary Committee to inquire into 
the present Parliament, and he. could 
only deal with the matter as it now 
stood. He did not desire to detract 
from the great importance of this mat- 
ter ; but he could not agree to place it 
in the first class of public questions. 
This was a question affecting something 
under 2,500 gentlemen, not 1,000 of 
whom had been in the Public Service 
for a period of five years, The Playfair 
Scheme had been established 10 years, 
and he admitted that it wanted recon- 
sideration and amendment. He frankly 
admitted that inquiry was absolutely 
necessary, and from the results arrived 
at he had no doubt that a considerable 
grievance existed under the working of 
the scheme. Whether it could be best 
adjusted by the Treasury itself or by a 
Parliamentary Committee was not the 
question now before the House. He had 
given the question his best considera- 
tion; but it was a very important one, 
and he was desirous of receiving, before 
the matter was finally adjusted, the 
advice and counsel of many of those gen- 
tlemen who formed part of the Playfair 
Royal Commission, and who had had 
long and valuable experience of the 
Public Service. At present the ques- 
tion was sub judice, and if he attempted 
to argue it he would be intimating the 
views of the Treasury, which he could 
not do. The position of the matter was 
this—the Treasury, after careful con- 
sideration, had suggested certain altera- 
tions of the Playfair Scheme, and those 
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suggestions were now under the con- 
sideration of the authorities to whom he 
had alluded. When a final decision 
had been come to it would be embodied 
in a Minute, which would then have to 
receive the sanction of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, after which it would 
be made public. His desire was, con- 
sistently with the efficiency of the Pab- 
lic Service, to give every man in the 
Queen’s Service a chance of promotion, 


- no matter in what Department he might 


be engaged. That was the case of the 
Lower Division clerks. The case of 
the Civil Service writers was a totally 
different matter. There was unques- 
tionably a very great grievance in their 
ease, and he had thought it best that a 
Departmental Committee should be ap- 
pointed, consisting of representatives of 
the various great Departments where 
they were employed, to consider and 
provide the most efficient, economical, 
fair, and just scheme of dealing, with 
them. That Committee was giving 
their very best attention to the matter. 
With reference to the officers of the In- 
land Revenue, he was assured, on the 
part of the Inland Revenue, that the 
Department did not recognize the exist- 
ence of the great grievance alleged to 
exist, nor the existence of any great 
dissatisfaction, in the Service. If there 
were any grievance, of course it ought 
to be investigated; and if the hon. 
Baronet opposite would bring forward 
the matter in the form of a Motion he 
would be in a position to state what 
were the facts of the case. As to the 
Chancery clerks referred to by the hon. 
Member for Sussex (Mr. Gregory), in 
his opinion they were a most deserving 
class of men, as they performed a large 
portion of the administrative business 
in Chancery, and it was only due toa 
prejudice of the late Lord St. Leonards 
that they were termed Judges’ clerks. He 
could only assure the hon. Gentleman 
that their case would receive the best 
attention. His desire was that these 
questions should be settled to the satis- 
faction of all concerned, because where 
there existed friction in any Depart- 
ment that Department was sure to work 
badly. 

Mr. PULESTON (Devonport) asked 
whetier any broad lines had been laid 
down for the guidance of those who 
were considering the case of the Lower 
Division clerks and writers ? 
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Mz. HENRY H. FOWLER said, he 
could hardly answer the question. The 
Treasury pointed out that they. were 
dissatisfied with the present working of 
the Playfair Scheme, and were of opinion 
that the time had arrived when it was de- 
sirable to considerably alter that branch 
of the Public Service, and the Treasury 
had referred. that to the Committee. 
Tue VICK: PRESIDENT oF tHE 
COUNCIL (Sir Lyon Piayeair) (Leeds, 
8.) said, that he would be entirely in 
favour of an examination by the next 
Pavliament into the working of the 
scheme for the Civil Service which had 
been adopted on the recommendation of 
the Royal Commission over which he had 
presided. He thought that full inquiry 
should be made, not only inte the work- 
ing of the scheme as adopted by the Go- 
vernment, but also into the more im- 
portant parts of the scheme which had 
not been adopted by the Government. 


TRADE AND COMMERCE—DUTIES ON 
SPANISH WINES.—QUESTION. 

In reply to Mr. Kimper (Wands- 
worth), 

Tne SECRETARY to tne TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowrer) (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) said, that he thought 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer or the 
Under Secretary of State for Forei 
Affairs had stated the other night, in 
answer to a Question, that the Govern- 
ment had taken no steps towards re- 
ducing the Wines Duties until the Spa- 
nish Cortes had performed their part of 
the agreement by placing this country in 
the most favoured nation position, When 
that was done the Government wereready 
to perform their part of the agreement. 

Mr. LAWSON (St. Pancras, W.) 
observed, that the statement of the Se- 
cretary to the Treasury would give satis- 
faction to a very worthy and deserving 
body of men. 


Motion agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


EAST INDIA (REVENUE ACCOUNTS). 
COMMITTEE. 
Considered in Comniittee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
Tut UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Srarrorp 
Howarp) (Gloucester, Thornbury), in 
rising to move the following Resolu- 
tion :— ; 
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“ That it appears, by the Accounts laid before 
this House, that the Total Revenue of India for 
the year ending the 31st day of March 1885 was 
£70,690,681; that the Total Expenditure in 
India and in England charged to Revenue was 
£71,077,127; that there was an excess of 
Expenditure over Revenue of £386,446; and 
that the Capital Outlay on Railways and Irri- 
gation Works was £4,226,613, besides a Capital 
Charge of £1,314,746 in connection with the 
Purchase of the Eastern Bengal Railway and 
in the Redemption of Liabilities,’’ 
said: Mr. Courtney, if we had been 
called upon to discuss the Statement I 
am about to make at this time of the 
year under ordinary circumstances, I 
think we might have taken it asa proper 
recognition of the importance of the 
subject; but I am afraid an outsider, 
even if he were not aware of the political 
aspect, must, under present circum- 
stances, from the state of these Benches, 
be aware that there must be some at- 
traction outside the Houses as great as 
the 12th of August is supposed to be 
upon ordinary occasions. But, though 
it was not to be expected, under the 
peculiar circumstances of the case, that 
a very large number of Members would 
come to listen to this Statement, and to 
take part in this discussion, I have 
thought it my duty, with the assistance 
of the able gentlemen at the Office 
which I represent in this House, and 
for whose attention and assistance I beg 
to express my obligations, to prepare a 
Statement of explanation which may be 
intelligible, not only to those Members 
of the Committee who may in time past 
have taken a special interest in the 
question of India, but also to any hon. 
Members who may be in the position in 
which I was myself a couple of months 
ago—namely, that of not having any 
great acquaintance with the subject. As 
has happened on more than one occa- 
sion, I believe, when the Indian Finan- 
cial Statement has been submitted to 
the House, it will be my duty, before 
plunging into figures, to give an ex- 
planation of an alteration in the form in 
which the Accounts are presented. 
There must necessarily be considerable 
difficulty in combining in one account 
the transactions of the Government of 
India, which take place in silver, with 
those in England, which take place in 
gold. As hon. Members are aware, it has 
been the practice for many years to treat 
the rupee, in the Accounts, as the 
equivalent of 2s., so that £1 equals 10 
rupees. But, for a considerable period, 
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the exchange value of the rupee has 
been much below 2s. To eenhe ay- 
ments made on their behalf in England 
in gold, the Government of India, while 
the rupee was at 2s., had to remit 10 
rupees for every £1 so paid in this 
country ; but, as the rupee fell below 2s. 
in value, they had in proportion to remit 
more than 10 rupees for each £1. That 
excess has increased year by year as the 
exchange value of the rupee has become 
lower and lower, and it is described as 
charge for exchange. Hitherto the Ac- 
counts have shown the Indian trans- 
actions in one column, nominally in 
pounds sterling, but really in tens of 
rupees—that is, supposing the figure of 
£1,000,000 in the column headed ‘“ Ex- 
penditure in India,” it would represent 
10,000,000 rupees expended in India. 
The transactions in England have been 
shown in pounds sterling in another 
eolumn. Had the rupee remained at 
the exchange value of 2s., by applying 
the same process of multiplying by 10 to 
this figure we should arrive at the 
exact number of rupees necessary to 
meet that sum; and, consequently, tho 
statement would be accurate as the 
sum actually paid by India. But the 
moment the rupee fell below 2s. in value, 
it was necessary for India to remit more 
than 10 rupees for every £1 spent in 
England in proportion to the fall in ex- 
change. The additional number of 
rupees thus necessary to make up the 
sum required to defray the:net disburse- 
ments in England has always been 
entered in a single line in the Accounts 
under the head of ‘‘ Exchange,” and for 
convenience sake has been divided by 
10, so as to appear nominally as pounds 
sterling in the same way as the other 
figures. But thissystem of lumping to- 
gether in one figure the charge under 
the head of exchange was inaccurate and 
misleading. The exchange not being 
apportioned to the several heads under 
which it arose, the sterling charges for 
interest on Debt—for Army, Railways, 
or any other head—did not show the full 
rupee charge incurred in meeting it. 
Hon. Members who sat on the Railway 
Committee in 1884 may remember that 
some difficulty arose then in ascertaining 
the real charge incurred in connection 
with the railways, as the expenditure 
shown against them omitted exchange. 
For the sake of greater accuracy, there- 
fore, it has been decided to eliminate 
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the item of exchange from the general 
account at pages 40 and 41 of the Blue 
Book, and to introduce into the detailed 
statements A and B at pages 42 to 47a 
new column showing the exchange in- 
curred under each head; and it will be 
seen that in the present form of the 
Accounts every item of receipt or expen- 
diture carries with it its own exchange 
adjustment wherever such adjustment is 
involved. Consequently, it is now pos- 
sible, in the case of every item of expen- 
diture, by adding together the figures in 
the three columns, to arrive at the exact 
cost of each item to the Revenues of 
India (e.g. page 46, head 39. Interest), 
only it must always be borne in mind 
that the figures (excepting where the 
words “England” or ‘true sterling” 
are found with them) are practically 
index figures representing tens of 
rupees. In fact, this is really a state- 
ment in rupees, dressed in an English 
garb for the sake of our convenience. 
To illustrate this—by aconcrete example. 
Let us suppose a payment of £500 has 
to be made in England, and a payment 
of Rs.10,000 in India under the same 
head. The payment in India would 
appear in the Accounts translated into 
pounds at the conventional rate of 2s. as 
£1,000. The payment in England is 
shown as £500; which, at the conven- 
tional rate of 2s., is equal to Rs.5,000. 
Butattheactualrateof exchangeof Is. 67. 
the rupee, Rs.5,000 would only meet 
a payment of £375 in this country ; and, 
therefore, when exchange is at 1s. 6d., it 
is necessary to send 25 per cent, or }th 
more rupees, to meet gold payments than 
when exchange is at 2s.; consequently, 
to meet the payment of £500 in this 
country, it will require Rs.5,000 plus 
rd of Rs.5,000—that is, plus Rs.1,666 : 
and these additional Rs.1,666 have to be 
brought to account. This is done by 
translating it into pounds at the conven- 
tional rate of 2s., in the same way as the 
payment iu India, so that it will stand 
as £166. This £166 would, under the 
old form of the Accounts, have been 
merged under the head ‘‘ Exchango” in 
the General Statement; and there was 
nothing to show how the total cost of the 
exchange was distributed between the 
several items of expenditure. By the 
new system the £166 is shown by itself 
in the Detailed Statement, against the 
item to which it belongs. The first 
column, ‘ Payments in India,” shows 


{Jove 21,1886} 





(Reveniie Accounts). 74 


the Rs.10,000 spent in India as £1,000 
of Rs.10 each. The second. column, 
‘‘ Payments in England,” shows the 
£500 true sterling paid in this country. 
The third column, ‘ Exchange,” shows, 
as £166 of Rs.10 each, the Rs.1,666 re- 
quired in excess of Rs.5,000 to make the 
payment of £500 true sterling in this 
country. In this way, by multiplying 
by 10 the total of the three columns, we 
get theamount of rupees actually charged 
upon the Revenues of India, and the 
figures in the General Statement include 
the cost of exchange incurred under each 
item. But I have to explain further if 
the alteration were limited to distri- 
buting the amount of exchange over the 
several items involying it, instead of 
giving it in one lump sum, the surplus or 
deficit at the end of the year would not 
have been affected ; but a further change 
of importance has been made. By the 
former plan of calculating the exchange 
on the remittances from India effected 
during the year, it might happen 
that if there was a large loan in Eng- 
land, and a consequent reduction of 
the drawings, the charge for remit- 
tance would be considerably reduced, 
or, if the drawings were enhanced to 
pay off a debt of previous years, 
the exchange would be increased. This 
is now avoided by the charge for ex- 
change being calculated on the expendi- 
ture of the year in England, instead of 
on the amount remitted from India; and 
by this change an alteration of the sur- 
plus or deficit is effected, not large in 
most years, but occasionally of import- 
ance, as will be seen by the Table con- 
tained in the foot-notes on pages 66 and 
67. The circumstances of the year 
1885-6 illustrate the importance of this 
change. The necessity for large mili- 
tary preparations in India, after the 
Budget had been published, caused a 
drain on the balances in that country, 
which compelled the Secretary of State 
to reduce his drawings very consider- 
ably; and the remittances from India 
fell short by upwards of £3,250,000 of 
the expenditure in England chargeable 
against Revenue; and, but for the 
change of system, the deficit now shown 
for the year 1885-6 would, after allowing 
for a set-off in India on railway trans- 
actions, have been reduced by £850,000, 
owing to the inability of the Government 
of India to make the necessary remit- 
tances. I may mention, before leaving 
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this part of the subject, that, to facilitate 
a comparison of the present Estimates 
with past years, the Accounts from 1875-6 
to 1884-5 have been recast, and are 
given at pages 64 to 85 of the Blue 
Book. There is one other small point, 
in connection with the new method of 
recording exchange, to which I should 
call attention. This is, that there is 
still a small item of exchange shown in 
the Accounts, in the Detailed Statements 
of Revenue and Expenditure, though in 
the Goneral Statement it is merged 
under ‘ Miscellaneous.” This is rather 
a technical point, I am sorry to say. The 
item now represents the actual loss or 
gain to the Government, due to a 
transaction being carried out under 
contract at a fixed rate of exchange, 
which differs from the actual rate of the 
year, and the sums involved aro of 
comparatively minor importance. In 
1884-5 there is a gain of £12,000, and 
in 1885-6 of £260,000. In 1886-7 the 
Budget Estimate showsa loss of £138,000. 
To come to the figures, which will be 
given throughout in the new form, hon. 
Members who have the Statement in 
their hand will see that the Accounts of 
1884-5 show a Revenue of £70,691,000, 
and an Expenditure of £71,077,000, 
giving a deticit on the year of £386,000. 
This is an improvement of £324,000 on 
the Revised Estimate, which showed a 
deficit of £710,000. The improvement, 
however, is really more than £324,000, 
the change in the form of Accounts 
having operated this year to increase 
the Expenditure in a greater proportion 
than the Revenue. Increases in the 
receipts from land revenue, salt, and 
railways, yielded a net improvement on 
the year of £560,000; and the deficit 
under the old form of Accounts would 
only have been £150,000, as against 
£710,000 as previously estimated. In 
speaking of this deficit, it should be 
remembered that during the year there 
were provided, from Revenue, sums 
of £263,000 for railway construction, 
and of £1,548,000 (page 41, General 
Statement of Expenditure) for famine 
relief and insurance, As, practically, 
there was no famine to relieve, the 
whole of this latter sum was spent on 
(page 44, Statement B, Items 33, 34, 
35, 36) protective railways and irrigation 
works, and on reduction of debt. Ac- 
cording to usual practice, in conformity 
with the principles laid down when the 
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Famine Fund was commenced, the 
capital outlay on railways and irrigation 
works not charged to Revenue was 
£4,227,000, beside a capital charge of 
£1,315,000 in connection with the pur- 
chase of the Eastern Bengal Railway 
and Redemption of Liabilities. The net 
amount of debt incurred during the 
year was £1,194,000—so that, but for 
the capital charge, the debt would have 
been reduced by £121,000—the outlay 
on public works having been provided 
from savings bank and other deposits, 
and by a reduction of the balances 
to the extent of rather more than 
£2,500,000. That completes the State- 
ment for 1884-5. I now come to the 
Budget and Revised Estimate of 1885-6. 
The Budget provided a surplus of 
£647,000; but anticipations of the 
Budget, as is well known, were de- 
molished, or, to use the classical lan- 
guage of the noble Lord the Member for 
Paddington (Lord Randolph Churchill), 
last year, wero ‘“‘knocked on the head 
and smashed,” by the unforeseen ex- 
penditure caused by the Afghan Frontier 
dispute and by the Burmese War. The 
results for 1885-6 now show that the 
Revenue estimated at £72,328,000 will 
probably be increased by £1,273,000, 
and will amount to a total of £73,601,000, 
while the Expenditure, estimated at 
£71,681,000, will probably be increased 
by £4,772,000, and will amount to a 
total of £76,453,000. The deficit is 
thus £2,852,000, and tho Revised Es- 
timate is altogether worse than the 
Budget, which contemplated a surplus 
of £647,000, by £3,499,000. Now I 
come to the capital outlay on railways 
and irrigation works not charged to Re- 
venue, which is now put at £5,516,000, 
giving a total Expenditure in excess of 
Revenue of £8,368,000, which was met 
by borrowing to the extent of £2,924,000, 
the remainder being provided from the 
deposits of the Railway Companies, 
savings bank balances, &c. A telegram 
received from the Viceroy last Friday 
states that the latest information shows 
that the deficit is likely to be reduced by 
another £500,000. The extraordinary ex- 
penditure forced upon the Government of 
India during the year caused restrictions 
to be placed on the expenditure of the 
Provincial Governments, which spent 
altogether less than the amount of Re- 
venues allotted to them by £114,000; 
though, as this amount was paid over 
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to them from the Imperial balances, 
just as if it had actually been spent, 
it has to be included in the Expen- 
diture. of the Imperial Government. 
The result of the cutting down of the 
expenditure of the Provincial Govern- 
ments was to increase their balances by 
£838,000, as it had been anticipated at 
the beginning of the year that they 
would spend the whole of their allot- 
ments as well. Before proceeding with 
the details of the Revised Estimate for 
1885-6, I must call attention.to another 
minor change which has been made in the 
form of the Accounts, in regard to the 
discount on loans. The Publie Works 
Loan of £3,500,000 Three perCent Stock, 
raised during the year, was issued at a 
little over 85}, producing just under 
£3,000,000, the discount being just 
over £500,000. Under the old system 
of Accounts, the whole of the discount 
would have been charged as Expenditure 
against the year; and the entry under 
Debt Receipts would have been the full 
£3,500,000 for which the Government 
became liable. It has now been deter- 
mined not to include in the Lxpenditure 
of the year the whole of the discount, 
but to spread it over a term of years, by 


charging in each year, up to the date 
when the loan first becomes redeemable, 
such a sum as, if invested at 3 per cent, 
will repay the full amount of the dis- 


count. I think that no fault can be 
found with the Government of India 
for adopting this course, and departing 
from a rather rigorous financial virtue 
by spreading the payment of this amount 
over a series of years, instead of making 
it a charge on the Revenue of the year 
in which the loan was raised. . Accord- 
ingly, in 1885-6, the entry under Debt 
is reduced to £2,984,986, the money 
actually received, while the only charge 
against the year for discount is £2,721 
entered under ‘‘ Interest,” that being 
the sum which, invested with accumu- 
lated interest each year, wiil have pro- 
duced £515,014, the total amount of the 
discount, by 1948, when the Government 
will have the option of redeeming the 
Three Per Cent Stock. The chief items 
responsible for the variations between 
the Budget and Revised Estimates for 
1885-6 are printed in the Explanatory 
Statement which I have caused to be 
prepared for the use of hon. Members 
who are following me in my Statement. 
An explanation of the causes of increase 
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and decrease will be found in the Par- 
liamentary Paper, No. 197, which was 
circulated a few days ago. This latter 
Paper gives the necessary information 
about details so clearly, that I do not 
think I need now go into any figures ex- 
cept those relating to ‘‘Army” and 
‘¢ Political Charges,”’ under which head 
the extraordinary expenditure, due to 
the Afghan Frontier dispute and to 
the Burmese War, was incurred. The 
increase under these two heads amounts 
to a little more than £3,500,000, which 
sum, by a coincidence, is almost the 
amount of the total difference between 
the Budget and Revised Estimates of 
the year, Under ‘ Political Charges” 
there is an increase of £464,000, due to 
the extra subsidies to the Ameer, to the 
expenses of the Rawal Pindi: Durbar, 
where the Earl of Dufferin received the 
visit of the Ameer, and to the cost of 
the delimitation of the Afghan Frontier. 
Under ‘‘Army”” there is.a net increase of 
£3,054,000; and this in spite of reduc- 
tions, amounting to £514,000, under the 
heads of Non- Effective Charges in Eng- 
land and of Commissariat and Trans- 
port. And here, again, the Government 
of India have departed from what I 
described just now as a financial virtue, 
not of their own accord, but at the re- 
quest of the Treasury. The diminution 
of Non-Effective Charges in this country 
is £371,000, due to a change in the 
manner in which the Indian share of 
tho pensions of the British troops is 
paid to the Treasury. Formerly the 
Indian Government paid psi var the 
capital value of their share of these 
pensions, But now, at the request of 
the Treasury, we have agreed to pay in 
each year the proportion only of these 
pensions payable during the year, and 
to continue to pay such proportion for a 
series of years, The effect is to cause 
an immediate large reduction, owing to 
the fact that the system of capital pay- 
ments has cleared us from all liabilities 
for pensions granted during previous 
years; but the amount payable under 
the new system will gradually increase 
for some 10 or 12 years, when it may be 
expected to attain its maximum of 
about £1,000,000. This diminution of 
£514,000 has to be. set inst a 

increase of £3,568,000. The following 
items to which the increase is mainly 
due deserve notice—First, military pre- 
parations—including £240,000 for the 





79 East India 


temporary railway up the Bolan, and 
£457,000 for stores from England— 
£2,514,000. Secondly, Camp of Exer- 
cise at Delhi, £100,000 ; this was the out- 
come of the military preparations, and 
was considered, I believe, to be very suc- 
cessful in its result. Thirdly, the Rawal 
Pindi Durbar—in addition to ‘‘ Political 
Charges ’—£50,000. Fourthly, Barmah 
War—including a gratuity of £30,000 
to the troopsp—£390,000. Fifthly, Re- 
mounts—on account of re-organization 
of Artillery and augmentation of British 
and Native Forces—£91,000. Sixthly, 
Exchange—this item, as has been ex- 
plained, appears under “Army” for 
the first time this year; under the old 
system it would have been included in 
the total of the item ‘‘ Exchange ’”’— 
£222,000. And, seventhly, other heads, 
£201,000, making a total of £3,568,000. 
Before dismissing the Revised Esti- 
mates, I must point out that although, 
under financial stress, less Revenue was 
spent on railway construction than in 
1884-5, the deficit still includes a Re- 
venue charge of £1,500,000 on Famine 
Relief and Insurance. I must also 
notice the very satisfactory increase of 
£899,000 in the Railway Receipts. But 
of this increase, more than £400,000 
were earned by the North Western 
Railway—the name under which the 
lines hitherto known separately as the 
Scinde, the Punjab Northern, and the 
Indus Valley Railways have been amal- 
gamated. The receipts of this line were 
swollen by the carriage of war materials 
and stores, required on the frontier in 
consequence of the military preparations. 
I ought also, perhaps, to refer to the 
decrease of £110,000 under Opium, and 
of £90,000 under the Salt Revenue. 
The falling-off under opium is due to 
a diminished export from the Native 
States. The decrease under salt is not 
considered of sufficient importance to 
justify any alteration in the Budget for 
this year. I now come to the current 
year 1886-7. The increase in the Expen- 
diture last year was mainly due to the 
extraordinary causes which have been 
mentioned, and which, it is to be hoped, 
will not recur to the same extent. But, 
at the same time, the result of the 
events of last year has been to compel 
the Government of India to render the 
line of the Indus Liver, the natural 
frontier of the country, impregnable, 
and tv place the Army cn a stronger 
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footing. The noble Lord the Member 
for South Paddington (Lord Randolph 
Churchill), when making this Statement 
last year, took occasion, in explaining 
the necessity of these works, to enter 
into what was regarded at the time 
as a violent attack upon the policy 
of a former Viceroy of India. I: do 
not wish to enter upon recriminatory 
arguments, though to do so might have 
made this Statement more interesting. 
We all know that the noble Lord is 
obliged at times to give vent to his foel- 
ings by making an attack of some kind 
or other upon somebody, and of that wo 
have a very fair instance before us in 
the newspapers this morning. There- 
fore, I think I may put this attack as a 
necessity coming from the noble Lord, 
and I shall not endeavour to make my 
Statement more interesting by going 
into it. I will confine myself strictly to 
the Statement I have to lay before the 
Committee. I shall revert presently to 
what is being done to carry out theso 
necessary measures. Their financial 
effect is to add some £2,000,000 as a 
permanent annual charge on the Indian 
Revenues, and the Expenditure of 1886-7 
does not fall again to the level it had 
reached in 1884-5. The Expenditure, 
which in 1884-5 was £71,000,000, leapt to 
£76,500,000 last year, which, however, 
was an extraordinary year, with a deficit 
of nearly £3,000,000. Nevertheless, in 
comparison with last year, the Expen- 
diture of the present year only shows 
a reduction of less than £900,000. 
And the present year must be regarded 
as a normal one, the first of a new 
régime. 1884-5, the last year of the old 
rézime, showed a total Expenditure of 
£71,000,000. The Expenditure of the 
present year is £76,500,000. Part, how- 
ever, of this increase, I may explain 
again, is only apparent; both sides of 
the Account, Revenue and Expendi- 
ture, being proportionately swollen by 
the development of the railways, and 
by the addition to our territories of 
Upper Burmah. The actual increase of 
Expenditure is, perhaps, better shown 
by taking the net figures. The not 
Expenditure in 1884-5 was £42,000,000. 
In 1886-7 it is ostimated at £44,000,000. 
The growth of Expenditure in India 
demands most serious attention; and, 
from the form of the Amendment which 
my hon. Friend the Member for Flint- 
shire (Mr. 8. Smith) proposes to move, 
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I imagine that he takes up that line. 
Charges of extravagance are made 

inst the Government of India, and 
I wish to show by the figures that those 
charges ought not, legitimately, to be 
made. I think that the Government of 
India have, on the whole, a very good an- 
swertomake. I have, therefore, analyzed 
the Expenditure of 1885-6, taking as 
the basis of my comparison the year 
1881-2, which was the first year of re- 
covery from the disturbance of the 
finances caused by the Afghan War 
and the Famines, and which showed a 
surplus of more than £3,500,000. To 
make the comparison fair, we must de- 
duct from the gross Expenditure of those 
two years the cost of the working ex- 
penses of the railways and irrigation 
works (Revenue Account). It is obvious 
that, as each mile of railway or canal is 
opened, there is au increase of working 
expenses, balanced by an increase of 
receipts on the Revenue side ; and it is, 
therefore, misleading to treat as increase 
of Expenditure the development of our 
public works. For the same reason, I 
shall deduct the cost of the collection of 
the Opium Revenue; and, finally, I shall 
deduct the cost of the remittances to this 


country to meet payments chargeable 
against Revenue, because that is an 
item over which the Government has 
no control. The following is the result 
of the comparisoa :—The gross Expendi- 
ture in 1881-2 was £72,090,000, from 
which must be deducted all payments 


on account of the Afghan War— 
£1,648,000—which puts the Expenditure 
of 1881-2 at £70,442,000. I have done 
that because I think it might be objected 
by hon. Members that it is unfair to in- 
clude payments on account of that war. 
The gross Expenditure in 1885-6 was 
£76,453,000. So that the gross increase 
last year was, therefore, £6,011,000, 
which undoubtedly, at first sight, seems 
to be a very large figure. But under 
Railway Revenue Account the Expen- 
diture has risen from £11,171,000 in 
1881-2 to £14,225,000 in 1885-6, being 
an increase of £3,054,000. Under Irri- 
gation it has risen from £2,048,000 to 
£2,306,000, an increase of £258,000. 
Under Opium it has risen from 
£2,058,000 to £3,110,000, an increase of 
£1,052,000. Under Exchange—on other 
expenditure chargeable to Revenue—it 
has risen from £2,048,000 to £2,817,000, 
an increase of £769,000. The net in-+ 
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crease, under the heads which have to 
be omitted from our comparisons, is 
thus £5,133,000, which, deducted from 
the gross increase of £6,011,000, leaves 
a net increase of Expenditure in 1885.6, 
as compared with 1881-2, of £878,000. 
The actual increase in the last four 
years is, therefore, less than £1,000,000, 
notwithstanding that we eliminated all 
extraordinary charges from 1881-2, while 
there has been included in 1885-6 more 
than £3,000,000 on account of extra- 
ordinary charges—namely, £2,514,000 
for military preparations ; £390,000 for 
the Burmah operations; and £233,000 
for an increase in the pay of British 
troops, rendered necessary by the fall in 
the value of silver. If we had elimi- 
nated the extraordinary charges from 
the latter years as we did from the 
former, so far from having an increase 
of Expenditure to the extent of £878,000, 
we should have had a diminution of 
more than £2,000,000. Well, Sir, on the 
whole, bearing these facts in mind, I 
think the Government of India has a 
fair answer to accusations on the score 
of extravagance, and I commend the 
fact to my hon. Friend the Member for 
Flintshire (Mr. 8. Smith). Of course, 
there has been this extraordinary ex- 
penditure ; but, as I said before, that ex- 
penditure is not to be expected to occur 
to the same extent again. And, if hon. 
Members will refer to the Blue Book 
(No. 195 of last year) on Reduction of 
Expenditure, they will see that the Se- 
cretary of State in Council has gone 
thoroughly into the subject, and lost no 
opportunity of bringing its importance 
home to the Government of India. And 
I must also remind hon. Members that 
a Committee on Reduction of Expendi- 
ture is now sitting at Simla. Well, Sir, 
turning to the comparison of the Budget 
Estimates for the current year with last 
year’s Revised Estimate, the Budget 
Estimate for 1£86-7 is altogether better 
than the Revised Estimate. The Re- 
venue, which in the Revised Estimate 
for 1885-6 was put at £73,601,000, is 
estimated to increase by £2,198,000, and 
to amount to £75,799,000. The Ex- 
penditure, which in the Revised Esti- 
mate for 1885-6 was put at £76,453,000, is 
estimated to be diminished by £836,000, 
and to amount to £78,617,000, giving a 
surplus of £182,000; and the Budget for 
1886-7 is alrogether better than the Re- 
vised’ Estimate of 1885-6, whieh con- 
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templated a deficit of £2,852,000, by 
£3,034,000. The total capital outlay 
on railways and irrigation works not 
charged to Revenue is estimated at 
at £5,427,000, and on Special Defence 
works at £442,000, making a_ total 
capital expenditure of £5,869,000, of 
which it is calculated that £4,571,000 
will be provided by borrowing, the rest 
being supplied by the balances. And 
now I come to an explanation in regard 
to the Provincial balanees. The Provin- 
cial balances, which had been expected 
to close in 1885-6 with a balance im- 
proved to the extent of £114,000, are 
to be reduced during the year by 
£975,000, the amount spent from them 
by the Provincial Governments; and 
these balances show, therefore, a total 
diminution of £1,089,000 in comparison 
with 1885-6. The pressure of the Army 
charges on the Imperial Revenues made 
it necessary to withhold from the Pro- 
vincial Governments £400,000 of their 
allotments, the result being to reduce 
the charges against the Imperial Re- 
venue by that amount, and to compel 
the Provincial Governments to provide 
from their balances the £400,000 by 
which their revenues will be reduced, in 


addition to the expenditure of £575,000 
they themselves contemplated out of 


their balances. The year, as I have 
said, closes with a surplus of £182,000. 
This is very small; but I am glad to 
say that the Government of India tele- 
graphed on Friday that, in spite of the 
difficulties in Upper Burmah, they had 
no reason to doubt that the anticipa- 
tions of the Budget would be fulfilled, 
unless, indeed, there should be any fall 
in the Exchange below 1s. 6d., the rate 
on which the cost of our remittances for 
the year is based. On this point I am 
bound to admit that we have no feeling 
of security. No great sale of Council 
Bills has been effected since the 31st of 
March; but those sold have only realized 
an average price of 1s. 53d. I am quite 
alive to the fact that the fall in the price 
of silver, and in commodities also in this 
country which has accompanied it, is not 
without compensations iu more than one 
direction to India asa whole. But the 
seriousness of this question of the ex- 
change to the Government can be real- 
ized without difficulty, when we remem- 
ber that every fall of 1d. in the value of 
the rupee represents to India an in- 
creased expenditure of over £1,000,000, 
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and that it is altogether beyond the 
power of the Governmentof India, single- 
handed, to arrest the causes of this fall. 
Lunderstand that the Royal Commission 
on the Depression of Trade has taken 
account of the subject to some extent, 
and I believe the result of its investiga- 
tions will be looked forward to with 
interest by the Government of India. 
Apart, however, from any considera- 
tions of a silver policy in the future, I 
think, as regards the present year, that, 
if it becomes clear that the anticipated 
surplus will not be realized, the Go- 
vernment will be bound in duty to take 
steps to tity, a deficit, which can 
only be done by reducing expenditure. 
There is, I believe, hardly any branch 
of expenditure in which a reduction 
will not be an evil, or, at least, a 
grave inconvenience. The question is 
one of a choice of evils. To return 
to our comparison of this year with 
last, the Revenue of 1886-7, as I have 
said, is estimated at an increase of 
£2,198,000 over the Revenue of 1885-6. 
But of this great increase £1,615,000 is 
due to the fact that the Revenues of 
Upper Burmah are included in the Esti- 
mates for the first time this year, and 
that, owing to the purchase of the Scinde 
Railway by the State, the gross receipts 
and working expenses of the line are 
also shown for the first time on both 
sides of the Account, as is the practice 
with the State lines, and not only the 
net receipts. As regards Upper Burmah, 
the result of the extension of the Indian 
Empire is a net charge on the year of 
£110,000, the Revenue being taken at 
£665,000, and the Expenditure at 
£775,000. Almost the whole of the 
Revenue from Upper Burmah is derived 
from Land Revenue, which is estimated 
at £515,000. Forests are expected to 
yield £90,000, and only £60,000 is ex- 
pected to be received from all other 
sources. On the Expenditure side the 
Military Charges are put at £300,000; 
Police at £154,000; Public Works. at 
£100,000; Law and Justice will. cost 
£58,000; and the Administration of the 
Land Revenue £92,000. These items 
account for £704,000 of expenditure, out 
of £775,000. Upper Burmah is, there- 
fore, responsible for the increases in 
the Revenue from Forests and Land 
Revenue, and for the inerease in Ex- 
peaditure under Land Revenue, Law 
and Justice, and Police. For the infor- 
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mation of the Committee, I may, per- 
haps, be allowed to give the latest 
Reports we have received in regard to 
the state of Upper Burmah. Although 
not exactly germane to a Financial State- 
ment, they may be a matter of interest 
to hon. Members. The telegram is as 
follows :— 

“Late Reports regarding the pacification of 
the country are more favourable. In Lower 
Burmah there is still some disturbance in the 
Prome and Tharrawaddy districts; but the 
dacoit bands have broken up, and the country 
generally is quiet. In Upper Burmah disturb- 
ances continue, but here, also, there is decided 
improvement. Kendat, on Upper Chindwin, 
was occupied on the 10th June. ‘The districts 
round Mandalay are quiet. New police from 
Northern India are being distributed over dis- 
tricts in Irrawaddy Valley, and are doing well. 
Duringa recent periodical tour through Southern 
districts, Mr. Bernard found that convoys of 
carts are able to go without armed escorts on 
the roads, and preparations for agriculture are 
everywhere going on. The rainy season has 
begun favourably. Some insurgent leaders were 
treating for submission. Villagers and head- 
men friendly and anxious for the protection of 
troops. It is doubted whether so much revenue 
will be collected this year as had been hoped ; 
but it is not anticipated that there will be any 
extraordinary deficit.’’ 

That is shortly the information I have 
to give in regard to the prospects in 
Upper Burmah. I now come to the in- 
crease under assessed taxes of £943,000 
due to the conversion of the Licence 
Tax into an Income Tax. Part of this 
gain is nominal, as Government has to 
pay Income Tax on their share of sur- 
plus profits on railways, so that it is 
only a transfer from railway receipts 
to the head of assessed taxes, and the 
net gain is estimated at £765,000. I 
had intended to say something as to the 
nature of this tax; but. as time is pass- 
ing, I will only point out that it is not a 
new tax; it has been in intermittent 
operation, with varying incidence, and 
sometimes in the shape of a Licence Tax, 
ever since 1850. In 1878 complaints 
were made that ths professional and offi- 
cial classes were exempt from it. But, 
owing to the then favourable finances 
and remissions of taxation which took 
place, no attempt to include them was 
made. In 1880 the minimum taxable 
income was raised to Rs.500, which 
exempted from the tax in Bengal alone 
580,000 out of the 740,000 previously as- 
sessed, and reduced the estimated num- 
ber throughout India of those who paid 
it to 250,000 persons. The new tax which 
has been imposed this year gets rid of 
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the complaint that the professional and 
official classes were exempt from Income 
Tax. The tax falls at the rate of 2 per 
cent on incomes between Rs.500 and 
Rs.2,000, 24 percent ator above Rs.2,000. 
A great many incumes already taxed are 
not affected by it. Altogether about 
300,000 cere will pay the tax. Under 
opium there is an improvement on the 
Revenue side of £313,000. It is: ex~ 
pected that, in consequence of the large 
crops in recent years, there will be sold 
4,500 more chests this year than last. 
On the Expenditure side there is a de- 
crease of £460,000, owing to the crop 
being smaller this year than last, when 
it was unusually large. The total im- 
provement under this head is, therefore, 
£773,000. I now come to the Expen- 
diture. The two most important items 
on this side of the Account are Army and 
Railways, about which I shall speak in 
some detail. I must first, however, notice 
that the increase of nearly £600,000 
under Civil works is mainly ineurred on 
roads which are being constructed in 
Upper Burmah, and on the North- West- 
ern Frontier in connection with the mili- 
tary schemes for the fortification of the 
frontier. With regard to the Army, the 
charge for the Army during 1886-7 
shows a decrease of £1,500,000, in com- 
parison with the Revised Estimate of 
1885-6. But the military charges were 
abnormally swollen last year, as I have 
already explained ; and, for a fair com- 
parison, it is necessary to go back to 
the Budget Estimate of last year. The 
Budget Estimate of Army charges for 
last year was £16,675,000; for this year 
it is £18,266,000; a net increase of 
£1,591,000. The total increase is made 
up thus—in India £1,127,000, England 
£464,000, making altogether £1,591,000. 
The chief items responsible for the in- 
crease in India are—Regimental Pay 
and Allowances—due to increase of 
strength — £683,000. Commissariat — 
due to operations in Burmah and inerease 
of strength — £317,000. Remounts— 
due to increase of Cavalry—£91,000. 
In England the Home charges were in- 
creased by £125,000 for expenses on 
account of the increased strength of the 
British troops in India, by £120,000 
on account of deferred pay, and by 
£134,000, mainly due to the supply of 
25,000 Martini-Enfield rifles, and of 
new guns for the mountain batteries. 
The preceding figures have shown the 
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cost incurred during the year in strength- 
ening our Army in India. I have now 
to say a few words about the progress 
which is being made. The permanent 
increase to the British Force during the 
—— season of last year was 6,500 
men. It is not necessary that I should 
go into details. I think the leading 
figures will be sufficient ; but if the noble 
Lord opposite (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
requires more figures I shall be ready 
to give them to him. The increase of 
6,500 was composed of Infantry 5,400, 
Artillery 650, and Cavalry 450. During 
the trooping season in the winter of 
this year there will be despatched about 
3,300 more — namely, Infantry 2,500 
men, and Cavalry 860. During 1887-8 
it is intended to send out garrison 
batteries of 690 men in all, bringing the 
total Establishment of British troops in 
India to 69,764 men of all ranks, ex- 
cluding officers. The total cost of the 
maintenance of the additional British 
troops will be in all about £675,000; 
while the extra Home charges will be 
£150,000 during the current year, and 
£50,000 during 1887-8. These troops 
will, for the most part, be quartered in 
the existing barracks, with the exception 


of the garrison batteries, who will 
occupy the defensive works which it is 
intended to construct on our North-West 


Frontier. As regards the Native Army, 
4,582 men of all ranks have been added 
to the Cavalry, bringing the total num- 
bers to 22,000 men; and three additional 
regiments of Ghoorkhas have been 
raised, amounting to 2,736 of all ranks. 
It is hoped that, during the ensuing 
season, two other battalions of Ghoorkhas 
may be equipped, giving an additional 
1,824 men. The cost of this increase 
of strength will be £360,000. The 
total authorized increase to the Native 
Infantry is 1,198 of all ranks. But it 
has not yet been decided how to recruit 
the whole of the additional men. For 
the present, the increase is comprised of 
the 4,560 Ghoorkhas whom I have 
mentioned. A certain amount of ex- 
penditure is also being incurred on the 
defences of Aden, Bombay, and Kurra- 
chee, for which 10-inch guns have been 
ordered; and also Hotchkiss and ma- 
chine guns for the coast and inland 
defences, at a cost, in all, of some 
£244,000. The re-arming of the Forces, 
both British and Native, with improved 
rifles, is being carried out at a total 
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estimated cost of over £350,000. There 
is also a prospective charge for floating 
eoast defences. This includes interest 
on an initial outlay of over £250,000 on 
gun-vessels and torpedo-boats. It will 
also be necessary, in the course of the 
next three years, to arm the whole of 
the Field Artillery with the new breech- 
loading rifle 12 pound field piece, at a 
cost, roughly stated, of £500,000. It is 
not yet possible to say in what propor- 
tion the cost of these improvements will 
fall on each of the next few years; but 
it is an expenditure which the Govern- 
ment have made preparations to face. 
This is a detailed statement of the addi- 
tion to the Army which it was found 
necessary to make last year, in view of 
the emergency which arose. I now 
come to the important subject of public 
works. Before giving a short account 
of the financial position of public 
works, I have to explain an alteration 
in the method of exhibiting the Accounts 
under this head. There has always 
been a sort of controversy as to how far 
borrowed money should be spent upon 
wey works; and for some time it has 

een the rule that borrowed money 
should only be spent on works that were 
expected to be productive to the extent 
of not less than 4 per cent on the outlay ; 
and the cost of constructing other works 
was charged against Revenue, either 
under the head of protective works— 
that is, works calculated to afford protec- 
tion against famine—or else under that 
of public works not classed as productive. 
The whole question of railway policy 
was investigated by a Committee in 
1884, and in accordance with their re- 
commendation it was determined to 
borrow more freely for the construction 
of such works, and not to restrict the 
outlay of borrowed money to lines 
technically termed productive. Conse- 
quently, the method of stating the finan- 
cial results of public works, distinguish- 
ing between productive and non-pro- 
ductive works, which was adopted in the 
time of the noble Lord the Member for 
Middlesex (Lord George Hamilton), has 
ceased to be satisfactory. It has now 
been decided to show under one head 
the financial results of all railways of 
whatever character, the receipts of the 
State being shown on one side, and the 
working expenses and interest borne by 
the State upon the other side. No out- 
lay on construction is included in this 
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head. The portion supplied by borrowed 
money is shown outside the Revenue 
Account ; that charged against Revenue 
is shown under the head of Famine 
Relief and Insurance, if within the 
limit of expenditure authorized on 
works calculated to protect the coun- 
try against famine, or else under a 
new head (No. 37) called ‘‘ Construction 
of Railways (charged against Revenue 
in addition to that under Famine In- 
surance).” Irrigation works are treated 
in a similar way. The net charge for 
Railways during 1886-7 is estimated at 
£1,722,000 (shown under the heading 
of Railway Revenue Account in the 
new form of the Accounts). The charge 
for 1885-6 is put at £782,000; so that 
the cost is £940,000 greater than last 
year. Of this increase of £940,000, 
£159,000 is due to the increased cost of 
making payments in this country in con- 
sequence of the fall in the value of the 
rupee; but it is mainly caused by an 
increase of the interest on debt raised for 
the construction of State lines, and of 
the interest on the deposits of the 
Southern Mahratta and Indian Midland 
Railways. Before leaving the figures 


of the railways for 1886-7, I must point 


out that the total net charge of 
£1,722,000 almost corresponds with the 
cost of exchange. The total outlay on the 
construction of railways estimated for 
1886-7 is £5,336,000, of which £3,719,000 
is for Frontier Railways. Last year the 
total outlay was £6,134,000, of which 
£2,975,000 was for Frontier Railways; 
so that for the present year, whilst the 
total expenditure on all railways is less, 
that on the Frontier Railways is greater 
than last year, showing that expenditure 
on protective and other railways has had 
to be reduced. The amount, too, pro- 
vided out of Revenue for railway con- 
struction shows a diminution of about 
£600,000, as compared with last year, 
there being a reduction of Expenditure 
from Revenue, apart from the Famine 
Insurance Fund, of over £500,000, and 
of £89,000 in the amount usually ap- 
portioned from that fund. In conse- 
quence of the anxiety of the Government 
of India to have the Indian Midland 
Railway constructed on account of its 
usefulness in protecting the country from 
famine—[Lord Ranpotrx Cavrcaii : 
For military purposes. |—the noble Lord 
the late Secretary of State sanctioned 
the payment of the necessary amount 
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of interest to that Company from the 
Famine Insurance Fund. The sum, 
therefore, of £138,700 is deducted from 
the expenditure on account of that Fund, 
and is merged in the general statement 
of Railway expenditure, so that the full 
burden of the Government in connec- 
tion with the railways may be accu- 
rately shown. The total amount to 
be expended from borrowed money 
for railways and irrigation works during 
the year is estimated at £5,427,000. 
The Railway Committee of 1884 recom- 
mended in their Report that the sum of 
£2,500,000, which was fixed by the 
Select Committee of 1878-9 as the limit 
of borrowing, should be enlarged at 
the discretion of the Secretary of State 
in Council; and since then the limit has 
been £3,500,000. This rule has had to 
be suspended in consequence of the 
necessity for the construction of the 
frontier works. About £440,000 is also 
charged this year to loan funds on 
account of coast and land defences. But 
this is an exceptional occurrence. Now, 
Sir, having dealt with the most impor- 
tant items of Expenditure during the 
coming year, I come to a question which 
will specially interest my hon. Friend 
the Member for Flintshire (Mr. 8. 
Smith), and that is the question of debt. 
It is a subject upon which many people 
seem to have the vaguest ideas, and, 
like most vague ideas, I think they are 
exaggerated. The subject of the Debt 
of India is so much mixed up with that 
of public works that I shall, to a great 
extent, have to take them together. To 
estimate the real indebtedness of a 
country, to discover the actual burden, 
the dead-weight of debt, which presses 
upon the taxpayers, it is surely neces- 
sary to distinguish between debt against 
which you have nothing remunerative 
to show, and debt which provides its 
own support. Itseems to me that there 
is all the difference between them that 
there is between a pauper and a profit- 
able servant. The one lives a burden 
upon the taxpayers, while the other is 
not only self-supporting, but contributes 
by his work to add to the general wealth 
and prosperity of all. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Flintshire, in an article which he 
recently published in Zhe Contemporary 
Review, gives some figures on the Debt 
of India which require correction. They 
were about right in regard to 1884, but 
The hon. Member, in 
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an article called, I think, Jndia Revisited, | ways. On the 3tst of March, 1886, the 
said— liabilities of the Government of India 
“ The Indian Government has also contracted were—Debt in India, £93,124,000; Debt 
a large National Debt (say £161,000,000), part | in England, £73,807,000, Railway Com- 
of it covered by public works, but the greater | panies’ Subscribed Capital, £77,474,000; 
part (say about £100,00€,000) of the nature of | and other obligations, £15,151,000. The 
our own and other National Debts. total liabilities were £259,556,000; but, 
The Accounts of 1884 (April) show that, | deducting assets £208,179,000, the un- 
while the total debt of India was/| covered liabilities were £51,377,000, or 
rather more than £161,000,000, about | about one and a quarter years’ income 
£68,000,000 were covered by public; from taxation. The assets were, State 
works, railways, and irrigation works, | Railways, £50,214,000; Purchased Lines, 
about £93,000,000 being for other pur-| East Indian Railway, £32,610,000 ; 
poses. The Bulget for the year which | Eastern Bengal Railway, £3,691,000; and 
will end Mareh 31, 1887, gives the total | Railway Companies’ lines, £73,131,000; 
Debt at rather less than £176,000,000, | total for Railways, £159,646,000 ; Irri- 
showing an increase of £14,500,000 in| gation Works, £23,938,000; Loans to 
three years. But the amount incurred | Municipalities, £7,469,000 ; Cash Ba- 
for railways and irrigation works during | lances, £17,126,C00, making a total 
that period will have been increased by | of £208,179,C00. I have one further 
over £22,000,000, so that practically the | statement to make, comparing the net 
Debt not covered by the publie works has| charge for interest on debt for rail- 
decreased by £7,500,000, which is due | ways and irrigation 10 years ago with 
to that amount being devoted to the con-|the Revised Estimate of it for last 
struction of such works out of Revenue. | year; and I do not think that on a review 
Let me now give, further, a statement of | of these figures we should be justified in 
the assets and liabilities on the 31st of | taking a gloomy view of the position of 
March, 1886, and this time I include the | India as regards her Debt. The follow- 
liabilities of the Government in respect | ing figures show the net charge for in- 
of Guaranteed as well as of State Rail- | terest, railways, and irrigation works. 





1875-6 1885-6 


Net Charge for Interest on Debt, other than that charged to Rail- 

ways and Irrigation Works ‘ ‘ : . 
Net Charge for Railways: Companies’ Lines. : ‘ 
Net Charge for State Railways (including Purchased Lines) . 384,000 —564,000 


4,247,000 3,628,000 
1,175,000 1,347,000 


Net Charge for Irrigation 1,147,000 777,000 





Total Net Charge . * - 6,953,000 5,188,000 


The result is a reduction of £1,765,000 |capital spent on irrigation works up to 
in 10 years, notwithstanding an in-|March 381, 1835, was £23,122,000, 
crease of £1,616,000 in the charge for |and the net receipts from these works 
exchange included under these heads. | were £791,600, giving a return of 3°42 
Imay now mention the percentage of |per cent. But in this case there is 
earnings of public works in 1885-6. State no allowance to be made for remittances 
Railways—gross receipts £9,805,000 ; to England on account of interest, the 
working expenses, £4,740,000; net re- capital having been practically provided 
ceipts, £5,065,000; Guaranteed Rail- by borrowing in India. I have now, Sir, 
ways, net receipts, £3,644,000 ; total net |completed the figures which it has been 
receipts from Railways, £8,709,000. On necessary for me to lay before the Com- 
£150,346,000 of capital spent up to mittee; and it seemsto me that, review- 
March 31, 1885, in railway construction, |ing the whole situation, apart from this 
£8,709,000is equal to a return of 5-79 per ‘question of silver, which, no doubt, is 
cent; and, assuming that the whole of the | severely exercising the mind of the Go- 
capital had heen supplied from England, | vernment of India and of other persons 
and that the receipts had to be remitted | at the present time—apart from that 
at ls. 6d. the rupee to defray the charge | question, over which they have no con- 
for interest, the return would be equal |trol—I do not see that the finances of 
to £4 6s. 10d, per cent. Similarly, the | India are in so bad a state as one would 
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be led to infer from the Amendment of 
which my hon. Friend the Member for 
Flintshire (Mr. 8. Smith) has given 
Notice, I hope that in the coming year 
the Estimate of Receipts will not fail, and 
that it may not be necessary to diminish 
the expenditure, especially upon useful 
works. The Government of India have 
been obliged to postpone many works 
which they would have liked to have 
carried out, on account of the construc- 
tion of the Frontier Railways ; but, when 
those have been completed, it is hoped 
that they may be able to resume the 
expenditure on those productive works 
which add so much to the resources of 
India, and do so much to improve the 
condition of the people of India. I 
feel that I have trespassed at very great 
length upon the time of the Committee, 
and I thank them for the attention they 
have paid to my Statement. I hope that 
my explanation has been clear, and I 
beg, in conclusion, to move the formal 
Resolution. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 

‘«That it appears, by the Accounts laid be- 
fore this House, that the Total Revenue of India 
for the year ending the 31st day of March 1886 
was £70,690,681; that the Total Expenditure 
in India andin England charged to Revenue 
was £71,077,127 ; that there was an excess of 
Expenditure over Revenue of £386,446, and 
that the Capital Outlay on Railways and Irri- 
gation Works was £4,226,613, besides a Capital 
Charge of £1,314,746 in connection with the 
Purchase of the Eastern Bengal Railway, and 
in the Redemption of Liabilities.’”’ — (Mr. 
Stafford Howard.) 


Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL 
(Paddington, 8.): I quite agree with 
the hon, Gentleman who has just sat 
down that there is nothing whatever in 
the financial condition of India, so far 
as it has been explained to-night, or so 
far as he has been able to learn it, which 
would in any degree warrant the Amend- 
ment which the hon. Member for Flint- 
shire (Mr. 8. Smith) has placed on the 
Paper. There is certainly nothing in 
the financial condition of India to cause 
grave anxiety, nor can it be argued 
with any amount of force that the ex- 
penditure is excessive, or that it necessi- 
tates a resort to taxes repugnant to 
Native opinion. These are propositions 
which I do not imagine for a moment 
the hon. Member would be able to per- 
suade the Committee are in any degree 
accurate. At the same time, I am sure 
that the Under Secretary of State for 
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India is not anxious that the House of 
Commons should take a very rosy view 
as to the financial state of India. I 
imagine that the financial state of India 
is one which requires careful considera- 
tion and careful management. With 
careful consideration and careful ma- 
nagement the financial state of India is 
one that will bear favourable comparison 
with the financial state of any other 
country. The hon. Gentleman, in-al- 
luding to the Debt of India, has quoted 
figures which go to show that the Debt 
of India is in reality much smaller than 
it appears on paper, and I think he 
brought the actual uncovered Debt down 
to £60,000,000. That is true to a cer- 
tain extent. But to arrive at this figure 
the assets have been calculated at their 
full value, and that value can only be 
maintained while our position in India 
is secured as a strong one. If you 
allow your political position to be 
weakoned or demoralized your assets 
will undoubtedly suffer very greatly in 
value, and your Debt will soon mount 
up. The hon. Gentleman has kept very 
closely to figures; and whether from a 
wish to spare the time of the Committee, 
or from some other cause, he has not 
given the Committee any general infor- 
mation as to the condition of Indian 
affairs generally. The only disadvantage 
of the kind of statement which the hon. 
Gentleman has made is that it is very 
difficult to follow him at allin immediate 
debate into the numerous and compli- 
cated figures that he has quoted. At 
the same time, although numerous and 
complicated, I have no doubt of their 
accuracy. The officials at the India 
Otfice are not accustomed to make errors 
in accounts; but, at the same time, in 
order to comment and argue upon the 
figures, it is necessary first of ail to see 
them in print before being able to criti- 
cize them. In addition to this fact, it is 
obvious that this is not a very favour- 
able opportunity for any exhaustive con- 
sideration of Indian affairs. Other mat- 
ters are occupying the mind of the 
House of Commons, and the attendance 
of Members is exevedingly slender. 
Therefore, I cannot but think that Par- 
liament would have a better opportunity 
of going into these matters later in the 
year. If, however, the Committee will 
allow me to occupy its attention for a 
few minutes, I should like to make two 
or three remarks rather in the nature of 
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inquiry than criticism. The hon. Gentle- 
man commenced by announcing a change 
in the form of Account. I imagine that 
I am—at any rate in recent years—the 
only Minister responsible for the India 
Office who has brought forward a 
Budget which did not announce a 
change in the form of Account. These 
changes are made nearly every year, 
and are exceedingly inconvenient, for 
they prevent anyone but an experienced 
financier being able to compare one 
year’s Statement with another. The 
English form of Accounts is scarcely 
ever changed. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will correct me if I am 
wrong; but I think the same form of 
account is presented year after year. 
Constant changes in the form of Account 
are only calculated to lead to confusion. 
Not only have changes been made in the 
form of Accounts, but they have been 
made in such a way as to be extremely 
inconvenient. However, I content my- 
self with that remark, and I hope that 
the hon. Gentleman will be of opinion 
that the time has now arrived when no 
further changes should be made, and 
that there will be an undertaking that, 
at any rate for the next 10 years, the 
Accounts will remain as they are. Sir, 
the hon. Gentleman has alluded to the 
increase in the Indian Expenditure—an 
increase amounting to rather more than 
£2,000,000 over the Expenditure of 
the year 1884-5—an increase entirely 
owing to military expenditure; and the 
hon. Gentleman said that the increase 
was mainly due to extraordinary charges. 
There I must take issue with the hon. 
Gentleman altogether. It is one of the 
peculiar features of Liberal Ministers, 
when addressing the House of Commons 
on questions of finance, to represent to 
the House of Commons that any expen- 
diture incurred by them is extraordinary 
expenditure due to causes over which 
they can exercise no control—causes 
which will rapidly pass away if the ad- 
ministration of affairs remain in their 
hands. Now, the Committee would be 
altogether in error if they were to 
imagine for a moment that any of this 
increase is of an extraordinary nature. 
1 hold that it is strictly normal, and 
that it will have to be kept up for 
an indefinite time; that you will not 
be able to reduce your Army in India, 
and, consequently, that you will not 
be able to reduce the cost of your 
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Army, but that you will, in all proba- 
bility, have to increase your Army it 
India as time goes on. The Commit- 
tee may not receive that statement with 
ae but that it is a true statement 

defy anybody to contradict. The total 
change which last year came over the 
Indian Empire, owing to the Russian 
advance, made itself felt to the extent 
of £2,000,000 of your Expenditure. 
Therefore, I altogether differ from the 
hon. Gentleman when he describes to 
the Committee the increase in Indian 
Expenditure as being due to extraordi- 
nary causes. 

Mr. STAFFORD HOWARD: I said 
that the £2,000,000 were to be con- 
sidered as a permanent increase. 

Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCGILL: 
I did not hear the word “ permanent.” 


I was very much struck by that portion _ 


of the hon. Gentleman’s speech ; but if 
he says now that it will be a permanent 
increase of Expenditure, then I with- 
draw my remarks on that subject. Then 
the hon. Gentleman alluded to the whole 
of the £8,000,000 and over deficit which 
is put down upon this Paper under the 
head of Revised Estimate. [Mr. Srar- 
rorD Howarp: Extraordinary.| Ex- 
actly; £5,000,000 of which is capital 
outlay on railways and irrigation works 
not charged to Revenue, and is due to 
extraordinary causes; but then that 
might, to some extent, mislead the Com- 
mittee. I do not doubt that it will be 
necessary for the Indian Government to 
go on spending money at the Indian 

rontier for some time, and I am also 
of opinion that the more you continue 
to fortify that Frontier the more you 
will have to expend, and that the Com- 
mittee will not be wise to look on it as 
likely to arrive at anything like a per- 
fect state under a period of, say, 10 years. 
I do not say that you will have to ex- 
pend £5,000,000 a-year on Frontier 
Railways; but I say that the whole of 
your Expenditure must not be put down 
as altogether extraordinary, and that 
the expenditure on fortifications will add 
to the sum which the hon. Gentleman 
says is a permanent charge some fur- 
ther considerable sums of money. Now, 
the hon. Gentleman alluded to some 
charges of extravagance brought by 
persons acquainted with Indian affairs 
against the Government of India in re- 
spect of the Expenditure ; and the hon. 
Gentleman quoted figures, which he 
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seemed to think constituted a good an- 
swer to anything in the way of charges 
of extravagance brought against the 
Indian Government. I know that it is 
easy to take the figures of the Govern- 
ment of India, and to say that it is a 
very economical Government; but the 
hon, Gentleman did not tell the Com- 
mittee what I think he might have told 
them—that when the Budget for this 
year was brought before the India Office 
and Council, and sanctioned by them, 
a very strong separate despatch was 
written by the Secretary of State in 
Council to the Government in India, 
directing attention to economies which 
were absolutely necessary in the opinion 
of the Secretary of State to be made, 
and that the economies which the Secre- 
tary of State had in view at the time 
were economies under the head of Pub- 
lic Works, and particularly under the 
head of Civil Buildings and Roads. 
These represented an expenditure 
which, in the Government of the Mar- 
quess of Ripon, amounted, I think, to 
£1,000,000 over what it was in 1880, 
and that was certainly an expenditure 
which I had in my mind when [I incul- 
cated economy on the Government of 
India in a separate despatch. If, then, 


we can get the Government of India to 
economize under that head, I do not 


‘hink that any at charge of ex- 
travagance would lie against them ; and 
I only bring the matter to mind in order 
to hear from the hon. Gentleman whe- 
ther the views I expressed still continue 
to influence the Indian Government in 
the matter of public works. With re- 
gard to the surplus, a point occurs to 
me on which, perhaps, the hon. Gentle- 
man will be able to enlighten the Com- 
mittee. It will be observed that the 
surplus, which is stated at £182,000, is 
extremely small and narrow. I do not 
think it was ever so small before. The 
hon. Gentleman also said that the rupee 
was taken at Is. 6d., whereas since the 
beginning of the financial year the 
value of the rupee had been only 
ls. 53d.; and, therefore, the value of 
the rupee has fallen by jd. from the 
Budget Estimate. Well, Sir, the fall 
of 3d. is equal to £250,000, and if you 
take that sum from £182,000 I am of 
opinion that you will arrive at a minus 
quantity; and, therefore, if the hon. 
Gentleman wishes to place the whole 
situation candidly and frankly before 
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the Committee, I. think it would be 
better to tell the Committee that the 
Government of India has a deficit.. The 
hon. Gentleman alluded to Upper Bur- 
mah and its annexation. I was agree- 
ably surprised—as was, no doubt, every 
Member of the Committee—to hear from 
the hon. Gentleman that the cost of the 
annexation of Upper Burmah would 
not place a further charge than £100,000 
upon the Revenues of India. That, I 
think, is extremely satisfactory and cre- 
ditable to the Indian Government. It 
was 10 years before Lower Burmah was 
able to pay its way, and I think that 
the deficit incurred by the annexation 
of Lower Burmah was considerably 
greater than the deficit now estimated 
in 1875, The hon. Gentleman (Sir 
George Campbell) says it is only 
an estimate, and, of course, he is just 
as good a judge of the matter as I 
am; but, however it may be with Civil 
Estimates, I have never known the 
Viceroy estimate wrong with regard to 
military matters; and, therefore, I am 
disposed to attach credit to the state- 
ment that £100,000 will cover the cost, 
and I think the House of Commons 
may look forward to a time not far dis- 
tant when Upper Burmah will make 
way as Lower Burmah does now. There 
are one or two questions I should like 
to ask the hon. Gentleman. First of 
all, I should be glad if he would inform 
the Committee what has been done by 
the Viceroy in Upper Burmah to develop 
the resources of that country, Upper 
Burmah possesses great sources of 
wealth, one of which may prove to be 
hereafter very considerable indeed—I 
allude to the petroleum springs there. 
I want to know whether the Govern- 
ment have taken that resource in 
hand, and in what manner they have 
determined to proceed with regard 
to it; because I think that if the 
petroleum springs come out as it 
is expected they will, the deficit will 
soon be changed into a surplus. Again, 
I ask what has been done in the matter 
of the ruby mines in Upper Burmah; 
because I saw it stated the other day 
that the Viceroy and the Government 
had entered into a sort of a contract 
with a jeweller who is the representative 
of a syndicate to make over the ruby 
mines. I hope there is no truth in that 
report. I am strongly of opinion that 
the Viceroy ought, under no circum- 
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stances whatever, to allow either the 
troleum springs or the ruby mines of 
pper Burmah to pass out of the hands 
of the Government of India. There is 
another report which I also see in the 
Press about which I will take this oppor- 
tunity of inquiring. It has been stated, 
with regard to the seat of Government, 
that the Committee appointed to in- 
quire into the State Expenditure of India 
have recommended that the Government 
should be permanently established at 
Simla. Well, Sir, I hope the hon. Mem- 
ber will contradict this statement, or, if 
not, that he will be able to inform the 
Committee that nothing will induce the 
Secretary of State to entertain that idea, 
because I cannot imagine anything more 
fatal to the efficiency of the Government 
than that it should be for the whole year 
in Simla. The question raised by the 
Finance Oommittee is a very grave one ; 
and, so far from recommending the es- 
tablishment of the Government at Simla 
all the year round, I am of opinion that 
it would be much better if the Govern- 
ment never went to Simla at all. In re- 
arranging your system, as it may be 
you will have to do before long, the 
question will arise as to whether Cal- 
cutta is the proper place for the seat of 
Government; and when that time does 
arrive I am certain that if it should be 
decided to change the location of the 
Government in India at all it will not 
be to Simla, but much more probably to 
a place like Poonah, surrounded by the 
most splendid and salubrious Hill Sta- 
tions that can be found in India, and 
where the whole administration could 
be economically conducted. Finally, I 
have to thank the Committee for allow- 
ing me to make these comments, and to 
congratulate the hon. Gentleman on the 
clear statement which he has made. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.): The noble Lord, in the 
sentence in which he referred to the 
Motion of my hon. Friend the Member 
for Flintshire (Mr. S. Smith), said that 
my hon. Friend was not right in his 
view of Indian finance; and he then at 
once proceeded to say that a very great 
expenditure was coming upon us; But I 
do not remember that he suggested any 
mode by which that expenditure could 
be met. Therefore, I Tall be glad to 


have an opportunity of hearing my hon. 
Friend the Member for Flintshire on 


this occasion. I sympathize with the 
Lord Randolph Churchill 


{COMMONS} 





(Revenue Accounts). 100 


Motion which he has placed on the 
Paper; but I do not intend ially to 
refer to it, further than to say th t I think 
there is good cause to believe that the 
financial position of India may reason- 
ably be considered a subject for grave 
anxiety. In listening to the statement 
of the Under Secretary I could not help 
feeling much of that anxiety. I confess 
that I have always been somewhat of a 
simist in regard to Indian finance, 
Seenase I looked forward to a bad time 
coming when we should be landed in a 
heavy deficit, which I am afraid is now 
upon us. With regard to the Budget of 
the present year, it appears that with 
the utmost endeavours all that the Go- 
vernment of India can obtain is a bare 
equilibrium between Revenue and Ex- 
penditure. In the first place, a con- 
siderable sum of money is to be got by 
disturbing the arrangements of the Local 
Governments, and muleting them in large 
sums; secondly, by imposing a consider- 
able amount of new taxation; and next, 
I observe that no provision is made for 
contingencies likely to arise, and which 
may necessitate further expenditure. I 
have always found that some such con- 
tingencies do happen in India; but no 
rovision is made for them. Therefore 
Fagues with my hon. Friend the Member 
for Flintshire that there is grave cause 
for anxiety, an anxiety which is not re- 
lieved by the statement of the hon. Gen- 
tleman with regard to this deficit. I 
have always observed that it has been 
the function of the Secretary for India 
to put a couleur de rose statement of Debt 
before the Committee ; and I think that 
on this occasion the hon. Gentleman has 
given to his statement something of that 
tint. It is impossible to follow out here 
the many changes that have been made 
in the Accounts, especially in respect of 
debts. I am slow to think that they are 
in such a position as my hon. Friend 
supposes. I have followed the Accounts 
year after year, and it seems to 
me that, as a matter of reality, they 
have largely increased. With regard 
to the Estimates of the value of the 
works, they are the Estimates of en- 
gineers, which, according to my expe- 
rience, are very apt to be too favour- 
able, and I cannot believe that the state- 
ment with regard to the works is not 
somewhat too favourable. I cannot 
follow the figures; but this I do know— 
that engineers are sanguine people, and 
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very much given to estimating incor- 
rectly in res of public works, and 
therefore I think the hon. Gentleman 
will do well to take the view of the 
noble Lord the late Secretary of State for 
India (Lord Randolph Churchill). I 
think that the present unfortunate state 
of Indian finance has been brought 
about by three causes. First, by the 
advance of Russia on our Indian 
Frontier. I am one of those who, 
nearly 40 years ago, advanced the opi- 
nion that we should not go beyond the 
line of the Indus; but we have done 
so, and I think, so far from expecting 
in future any reduction of Expenditure, 
or that we shall be able to keep it within 
its present limits, we must accept the 
view which is put by the noble Lord the 
late Secretary of State for India, that, 
in addition to the present increase, a 
very large expenditure must be incurred 
in years to come, and one which will 
constitute a heavy burden indeed upon 
Indian finance. I believe that such ex- 
penditure cannot be avoided in the pre- 
sent circumstances. I am afraid the 
noble Lord takes rather too favourable 
a view of the finances of Burmah. I 
very much doubt whether the estimated 
Revenue will be realized in the present 


year; and I absolutely doubt that the 
cost of occupation, both civil and mili- 
tary, of Upper Burmah will in the end 
be found to be anything like £100,000. 
I believe it will be greatly in excess of 


that amount. Looking at the circum- 
stances, I feel that those Members of 
the House of Commons who resisted the 
annexation of Upper Burmah are not 
liable to very great blame for the course 
they took in that respect ; and those who 
failed actively to do so are not alto- 
gether debarred from criticism. As 
originally I was opposed to going be- 
yond the Indus, so I was opposed to 
our going beyond the natural limit of 
India on the East, and, therefore, op- 

sed to our going into Burmah at all. 
till, I was sles willing to admit that 
being there we might go beyond our 
first limits if we had a just and ex- 
pedient cause for annexation; but it 
seemed to me that the Government 
annexed Upper Burmah at their own 
risk, and that, having annexed it, it 
was their duty to show justification. 
When the Blue Book was published I 
found that it disclosed wholly insufficient 
reasons for the course that had been 
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taken. It seems that the Government 
at last yielded to the pressure of what I 
may call the French ‘“ scare.” Now, I 
admit that there was something in that 
“scare ;”’ but I say that we had given 
the French some reason for jealousy in 
Egypt and elsewhere, and that we ought 
not to be too ready to take offence when 
anything is done in Madagascar, in the 
New Hebrides, and in other parts. It 
was very necessary, no doubt, that some- 
thing should be done; but it would seem 
that the administration might have been 
left in the hands of the Native Rulers. 
But, Sir, we have annexed the country, 
and if it proves to be a good annexation, 
and if the Burmese turn out to be quiet 
and peaceable subjects, I, for one, shall 
not further blame the Government; on 
the other hand, if the annexation should 
prove to be an unfortunate one, then I 
think those who made it will have to 
answer for it. I do not readily accept 
the sanguine views given of the Revenue 
of Upper Burmah, as I have already 
stated; and one reason why I doubt that 
the same profitable result will take place 
from the annexation of Upper Burmah 
which followed upon that of Lower Bur- 
mah is because in the latter case the 
result is due to the enormous produce 
of rice, from which the supplies of the 
world are principally taken, whereas 
there is little rice produced in Upper 
Burmah—on the contrary, it largely im- 
ports rice for the purpose of consumption. 
I sincerely hope that the disturbances 
which are now taking place there will 
quiet down. Before I go from the subject 
of Upper Burmeh, I wish to say Sir Charles 
Bernard, who has been much attacked, 
is one of the most able and energetic, 
and, at the same time, self-denying men 
in the service of the Government, and I 
have the greatest confidence that he will 
do justice to the people—I am satisfied 
that he will do justice without any selfish 
object, and solely for the benefit of 
the people. But Sir Charles Bernard 
was always against the annexation of 
Upper Burmah; he resisted it for years; 
he has only been pushed into it at the 
last moment; he has now to administer 
the country, and when it was annexed 
I do not think that he was given suffi- 
cient control over the Military Autho- 
rities. I feel confident that it is not 
to him personally that blame is to be 
attached. What man can do he will do. 
The greatest difficulty as to our Indian 
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finance is that upon which the Under 
Secretary of State for India has so 
much dwelt—that is, the loss by ex- 
change. Iam one of those who think 
that there is nothing to show that the 
value of silver has been depreciated. 
On the contrary, it seems to me that the 
figures which come from India tend to a 
contrary view. They rather go to show 
that silver has not depreciated at all; 
that it has the same value as ever; and 
that the only difference is that gold has 
appreciated. This appreciation of gold 
makes a great difference; no doubt the 
effect is enormously great on the 
finances of India ; and if we can mitigate 
that appreciation, going on now for 
some time in this and other countries, 
it will have the effect of diminishing the 
strain on Indian finance. I am only 
afraid that if you bring about an oppo- 
site effect in India the consequence will 
be very disastrous to all Indian debtors. 
India is a very poor country, and regard 
must be had to the position of debtors if 
we again very largely change the value 


of silver. I confess that the Revenue ! 


prospects of India are not such as to lead 
me to the hope that the financial diffi- 
culties of the Empire will be met by a 
growing Revenue. The Accounts sub- 
mitted to us from year to year show a 
large increase. I am inclined to think 
that the greater portion of that increase 
is a paper increase, which is apparent 
simply through the mode of keepin 

accounts. The net result is less an 

less favourable. If hon. Members will 
look over the Accounts they will find 
that the only item of the Indian Re- 
venue that is elastic is the Excise. I 
am sorry to see that is growing, for it 
is a revenue which formerly scarcely 
was known in that country. I do not 
think the fact that it is growing is a 
subject for congratulation, because it 
means an increase of drunkenness, 
which is a thing we ought to seek 
means of checking. No doubt, very 
encouraging results have been shown 
by our railways. Their working has 
tended to relieve our finances, and, no 
doubt, would continue to do so, were it 
not for the fact that there is a tendency 
to launch out upon the construction of 
railways that do not pay and never will 
pay. The question of opium has been 
mentioned again. From that we derive 
a& very precarious revenue, and as time 
goes on we have more and more reason 
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to fear that it will develop in precarious- 
ness. A great change has taken place 
in the prospects of the production of 
opium during the past few weeks. The 
crop has not been at all what it was 
expected to be. It is much less than 
in the previous year; so that the 
Opium Revenue does not appear at all 
as elastic a revenue as it did some years 
ago. We know that the Chinese have 
been able to put an increased tax upon 
imported opium at the same time that 
their own production of opium is in- 
creasing; therefore, from that source 
we cannot entertain a very sanguine 
view of the increase of our Indian Re- 
venue. Then, when we come to the 
question of remedying the condition of 
our finances by a process other than an 
increase in our Revenue, I must protest 
against the expedient which the Go- 
vernment of India seem to resort to— 
namely, muleting the Local Govern- 
ments. If we are to give these Local 
Governments a fair chance, and to give 
a fair chance to the principle of local re- 
sponsibility, we ought to let these Go- 
vernments feel that if they are econo- 
mical and save money the results of 
their economy will go to the benefit of 
their own taxpayers, and that the 
Supreme Government will not be always 
waiting to sweep away their surpluses 
when they have accumulated them. I 
have felt this very much. It pains me 
to have to say it; but I do say that that 
system should not be followed, and that 
if decentralization of finance is to suc- 
ceed you must make firm arrangements 
with the Local Governments, and not 
sweep away the results of their economy 
from time to time into the Imperial 
Exchequer. If the project that is before 
the country of Home Rule for Ireland 
should succeed, what would you think 
of the financial arrangements—what 
would the hon. Member for Cavan (Mr. 
Biggar), who, I think, last night showed 
the responsibilities of approaching 
Office, say if you swept down on the 
Irish Exchequer, in the course of two or 
three years, and took away the whole re- 
sult of itseconomy? Why, I do not think 
Irishmen would be likely to consider 
themselves at all fairly treated. If the 
system of decentralization is to continue 
and to succeed we should let these Pro- 
vincial Governments feel that they reap 
the reward of their own economy. Then, 
as to the Income Tax, that has been 





(Revenue Accounts). 104 


eee & LA ot ab me waa kee oe Om Oe ee Ok cas ee. 


re oO 


ee ora Mem F § Ff womtrterteete arr mew EhlUwrhCUOCUMTCU CO Or lU VO CUO Oh VO OU UM ofS CU 


~s rf eet 


orn =m © 


oS Mm. 


105 East India 


alluded to, and has been described 
as repugnant to Native opinion. This 
question of Income Tax is one very diffi- 
cult to deal with. It is a question whe- 
ther the small results of the tax are 
worth the trouble it takes to levy it. 
We should always remember that the 
mass of the people of India are not 
taxed in this way at all; therefore, it is 
not likely that their opinion is against 
it. But there are a certain class with 
whom it is unpopular because they have 
to pay it. No doubt, it is necessary to 
impose some kindof taxation—either that 
or enhance the Customs Duties. You 
must do one or the other. I am afraid 
Lancashire will not allow us to enhance 
the Import Duties, and I am sorry for 
it. It was, however, a breach of faith 
to abolish these duties before the finan- 
cial condition of the country would 
properly allow it. The Natives of India 
have a right to complain of the course 
taken in this respect. Still, you must 
have money, and the Government of 
India must judge whether it is best to 
impose this direct taxation on the people 
of India, orre-impose the Customs Duties 
which have been abolished. Can you 
effect your object by saving? The 
question is whether you can carry out 
the reduction pointed to in the Resolu- 
tion on the Paper dealing with this sub- 
ject, and referring to a more economical 
Administration. The Government of 
India and all of us are agreed that 
it is above all things necessary, under 
present cireumstances, that the Adminis- 
tration of India should be made as eco- 
nomical as possible. But I have grave 
doubts whether all hon. Gentlemen wish 
to effect can be effected. The Govern- 
ment of India is at present, I believe, 
doing the best it can. There are many 
quarters in which considerable reduc- 
tions can be effected. No doubt, much 
may be gained by reducing the extrava- 
gant cost of the Madras and Bombay 
Governments, which are maintained on 
the present scale to give patronage to 
those in power. I think reductions could 
be made in some of the higher military 
appointments and civil appointments. 
We hear a great deal about the enor- 
nous amount of the Home Charges. I 
admit that these are, for the most part, 
inevitable ; but there are, nevertheless, 
little bits here and there where you 
can save small sums. I believe these 
Home Charges are not altogether free 
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from occasional jobs and extravagances. 
I will take one which struck me on going 
over the Accounts. I know that this case 
is not peculiar to the India Office; 
pernege they are not worse than other 

epartments. This Office is not as well 
looked after as other Offices. What I 
wish to draw attention to is the matter 
of the re-arrangement of offices, in re- 
ference ele to the case of a 
gentleman, Mr. Moore, whose services 
were dispensed with from the list of 
those employed in the India Office, and 
who became‘ Private Secretary to the 
noble Lord the late Secretary of State 
for India (Lord Randolph Churchill). I 
was curious to know how he could have 
retired and then filled this other ap- 
pointment, and I could not understand 
how it was that under the Rules of 
Superannuation he could get a pension. 
I found that he did not get a pension 
under the Superannuation Rules. I dis- 
covered that he was pensioned off on 
account of a ‘‘ re-arrangement of office.” 
Well, I say that this was nothing more 
nor less than a very great job. I do 
not know who did it; but I must say 
that Her Majesty lost a most capable 
eervant in the prime of life, who was eent 
about his business on a retiring allow- 
ance of about £800 a-year. This gentle- 
man receives this pension, as I say, under 
the plea of ‘‘re-arrangement of office.” 
These are jobs to which a stop ought to 
be put. But only small savings can be 
effected in these matters; and as the point 
is not of very great importance I will 
not go to the root of the business. 
Proper administration in these respects 
would only, perhaps, end in saving 
thousands, whereas we desire to save 
millions. Your greater charges are more 
difficult to deal with. The great and 
most growing charge is that of the 
Army; and I am told that it is true, 
as the noble Lord (Lord Randolph 
Churchill) has said, that under present 
circumstances you cannot diminish the 
charge for your Army—that, on the con- 
trary, you must be prepared to submit 
to an increase. AJl the events that have 
been happening of late on the North- 
Western Frontier on the one hand, and 
on the Burmese Frontier on the other, 
have necessitated a great increase in the 
Army. I have never been one of those 
who say—‘‘Oh! you must reduce your 
Army.” I have always been alive to 
the fact that ours is the smallest Army, 
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having regard to the extent of territory 
that it has to defend, in the world; and 
I know that when you come into contact 
with an European Power on the one side 
and an Asiatic Power on the other you 
find it necessary to increase your Army. 
No doubt, our Army is the most expen- 
sive in the world; but it is one of those 
things which England must expect to 
pay for. You cannot send Englishmen 
out to India under the voluntary system 
without expecting to pay heavily for it ; 
and you cannot get rid of the fact that 
your Army in India is not only an ex- 
ensive one, but one that must increase. 
hen you come to the Native Army, 
far from being able to decrease its cost, 
you must in the near future be prepared 
to increase the pay of the mon. It has 
not been increased since the time of 
Lord Clive. At one time the Natives 
were proud of a position in the Service, 
and felt it one of the highest penalties 
that could be inflicted on them to be 
dismissed. That feeling was our safety 
and guarantee for the security of our 
Army; but now we can scarcely get 
recruits, and when we obtain them we 
have no hold on them. I am sure we 
shall not have that hold on them which 
is essential until we pay them fairly and 
honestly — increasing the pay of the 
soldiers until it is proportioned to what 
we give in all branches of the Service. 
Then the non-effective charges are al- 
ways growing. The Under Secretary 
of State for India tells us honestly 
enough that there is an apparent de- 
crease in the non-effective charges, 
but only an apparent decrease, not a 
real one. You have by the action 
of this Parliament, and not by the In- 
dian Government, saddled upon you a 
most extravagant and disastrous charge 
for non-effective service; and in that 
connection I would like to say that I, for 
one, protest against the idea that some 
people hold that you could improve the 
administration of India by making India 
subject to the direct control of this Par- 
liament. If ever India is lost it will 
be lost in the House of Commons, so 
it was said; and, certainly, I feel that 
many of the heavy burdens that 
India has to bear are due to pressure 
brought to bear in this House. It 
seems to me the best thing we can do 
will be to establish some sort of Home 
Rule in India as well as in another 
country near at hand. By all means 
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let every possible economy be tried in 
India. The real question in connection 
with the Government of that country, 
however, is this—are you going to 
govern it according to European stan- 
dards, or according to Native standards? 
No doubt if you go back to Native 
standards you can govern much more 
economically. If you rid yourselves of 
all European improvements and systems, 
no doubt you will be able to save a 
great deal of money; but we are going 
every day in a precisely contrary direc- 
tion. We are governing according to 
European ideas, and that costs money. 
We are spending in that country a large 
amount on education, and the expendi- 
ture is growing ; and on this and other 
matters, in spite of all the regulations 
you can possibly enforce, the expendi- 
ture will go on growing so long as you 
govern according to European standards. 
The noble Lord the late Secretary of 
State for India (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
has somewhat forestalled me in the 
observations I had intended to make in 
regard to the intentions of the Govern- 
ment of Calcutta as to Simla. It appears, 
the noble Lord says, that a Committee 
composed of Government officers have 
submitted a first reeoommendation with 
the object of saving the Government ex- 
pense by establishing a permanent Go- 
vernment at Simla. I quite admit that 
there are many reasons which can be 
urged -why the Government of India 
should not be established permanently 
in Caleutta. Calcutta is a peculiar, iso- 
lated place, among a Bengalese popu- 
lation. I quite admit that there are 
various reasons to be urged why the 
Government of India should be in a 
fixed and permanent position; but after 
all that has been said as to public 
opinion in India, it seems to me that 
it would be most disastrous to leave 
the Government too much under the in- 
fluence of European residents. They 
take a partial view of matters, being, 
naturally enough, guided by their own 
interests and views. I doubt if it 
would be expedient to permanently 
establish a Government in India on a 
narrow ridge of mountain, in a mere 
European settlement, and to some ex- 
tent isolated from the mass of the 
Native population whom it is sought to 
govern. Besides, there would be great 
difficulties to be faced in regard to 
water supply and other kindred matters. 
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This I think is certain—that if you were 
to make your permanent head-quarters 
at Simla you would save in the matter 
of travelling expenses, and in some 
other ways; but you would have to 
embark in great expense in regard to 
all the apparatus of government. I 
think we ought to take great care before 
embarking on a large expenditure at 
Simla, lest it be afterwards found that this 
was not the right place after all. For 
my own part, I entertain a strong belief 
in the principle of decentralization and 
local responsibility, and I should concur 
in any course which would have the 
effect of extending local self-government 
and throwing greater responsibility upon 
the localities in the matter of finance, 
and other matters. We ought to en- 
courage the people to develop the system 
of local responsibility, although I do 
not think that we should go the length 
of giving India a Parliament. If we 
treat the people of India fairly much 
good will come of it, and we certainly 
ought to give to the localities greater and 
greater responsibility. I do believe that 
by establishing a system of local respon- 
sibility a great deal may be done to dis- 
encumber the Government of these local 
affairs, and induce the people to take up 
and do for themselves what they are 
perfectly capable of doing—namely, the 
question of local improvements, and the 
imposition of taxation for their own pur- 
poses. In regard to the question of public 
works I desire now to say a few words, 
the more especially because there is a 
Motion upon the subject standing in my 
name upon the Paper. I am somewhat 
afraid, from what has been said to-night 
by the Under Secretary of State and by 
the noble Lord the Member for Pad- 
dington (Lord Randolph Churchill), that 
the recommendations of the late Com- 
mittee of this House in regard to public 
works have been somewhat misunder- 
stood. Itis impossible to maintain an 
exact line between productive and non- 
productive works. The recommenda- 
tion of the Committee was that public 
works should not be undertaken which, 
upon the whole, were calculated to im- 
pose a burden upon the taxpayers of 
India. I am very much afraid that that 
recommendation has not been sufficiently 
kept in view, and that there are a 
great many works which are not of a 
paying character now being carried out 
which can scarcely be expected to repay 
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the cost. The Notice which I have 
placed upon the Paper attributes a 
certain amount of extravagance in this 
matter to those who are responsible for 
the Government of India, and it sug- 
gests that they have been too squeezable, 
and too liable to have pressure put 
upon them by financiers in London. I 
have no wish to impute anything like 
jobbery to the Council ; on the contrary, 
I think the Council have done the best 
they could to resist jobbery, and the 
financiers of London are certainly not 
encouraged by the Council. But what 
I do suggest is that the Secretary of 
State for India has not been strong 
enough to resist the pressure of finan- 
ciers, often supported as it has been 
by Parliament, and the consequence 
has been that bad bargains have often 
been made for India. Let me take the 
latest case—that of the Indian Midland 
Railway. I believe that that railway is 
not a necessary railway, although it 
might be desirable to make it in pros- 
perous times. Nor have the Home Go- 
vernment been convinced of the neces- 
sity of that line. For many years Se- 
cretaries of State have strongly resisted 
the swallowing up of the Famine Fund 
for such purposes. I understand that 
the guarantee for the Indian Midland 
Railway is to be paid out of the Famine 
Fund. It is called a Famine railway ; 
but I deny that it is a Famine railway 


| in any sense whatever. The only part 


of that country which wanted protection 
was protected already, by the railways 
which were previously in existence or 
sanctioned, and this was a line that was 
promoted for the mere purpose of com- 
petition, aad got up by promoters and 
Directors of Companies. The people who 
insist on making these railways are not 
people with money at their back. Hayv- 
ing obtained the consent of the Govern- 
ment to make the railway, they go into 
the market and are able to get better 
terms. My view in regard to the matter 
is this—I see a great financial authority 
opposite—the hon. Member for North 
Paddington (Mr. Lionel Cohen), and I 
should like to hear what his view is. 
Mine is that if private enterprize wants 
to make a railway let it doso; but let it 
do it at its own risk. If the financiers 
of the City of London are to select a 
railway, and decide on the making of it, 
let them do so; but let it be at their own 
risk. In that case no one can com- 
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plain ; but if, on the other hand, these 

rivate gentlemen, who are always cry- 
ing out for the encouragement of private 
enterprize, are not willing to carry out 
the undertaking at their own risk, and 
throw the responsibility upon the Go- 
vernment, let the Government and not 
the promoters of railways decide which 
are the railways that ought to be made. 
The money ought to be raised in the 
cheapest way in which it can be ob- 
tained. When the first experiment was 
to be made I do not doubt Lord Dal- 
housie was right in giving guarantees ; 
but I see no reason why the Government 
of India should go further in this di- 
rection, and pay more dearly than would 
be the result of direct borrowing. There 
is, however, something which, to my 
mind, is even more important than the 
additional cost of making railways. It 
came out in the investigation before the 
late Committee that not only are con- 
cessions dearer, but that the rates 
charged are much higher than in other 
countries, and especially in America. 
And the result is that the Indian pro- 
ducer—the ryot—is placed at a great 
disadvantage. If the Government have 
to give a guarantee, and to pay interest, 
the control of the rates ought, undoubt- 


edly, to be in the hands of the Govern- 


ment. There is another case which, 
I think, is the worst case of all. I refer 
to the Bengal Central Railway. When 
it was evident that a loss was inevi- 
table owing to the damage inflicted by 
floods in September last, the Govern- 
ment were required to pay the cost of 
the works of restoration. The Bengal 
Central Railway was promoted with a 
great flourish of trumpets, and I think 
the Rothschilds—than which there could 
be no higher financial name—were in- 
duced to take it up. It was supposed 
to be a very good thing; but after a 
little time it turned out that there had 
been miscalculations and mistakes. I 
do not question the honesty of the mo- 
tives with which the work was under- 
taken; but in the end, instead of pay- 
ing magnificent dividends, the specu- 
lation has not been found to pay at 
all. I have here the last Report of the 
Directors of this Company, and I find 
that, so far from making any profit 
from this railway, they say that their 
working expenses for the half-year to 
December 31 considerably exceeded the 
gross traflic receipts. Lustead of making 
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a profit the railway was realizing a 
heavy loss, and there can be no doubt 
whatever that this Company was in a 
very bad way. But it was a case of 
“heads I win; tails you lose.” The 
shares went down, and when it was a 
case of losing the loss was thrown upon 
the Government, and a permanent gua- 
rantee was given. I should very much 
like to know who brought the pres- 
sure to bear upon the Government. At 
present I do not know who it was; but 
the noble Lord the Member for Pad- 
dington (Lord Randolph Churchill) was 
at the India Office at the time, and, 
being inexperienced, he does not appear 
to have resisted the pressure, and a per- 
manent guarantee was given to the rail- 
way. It is not an extravagant guaran- 
tee; but the result is that the shares of 
the railway, which were going to zero 
before, are about par, because the 
Company have been able to obtain a 
guarantee from the Indian Government, 
and have been allowed to place their 
loss upon the Government. What I 
maintain is that in entering into traus- 
actions of this kind the Government 
of India are not treating the ryots 
fairly, and that they are taking a 
course which would not be pursued 
in any other country. The fact is 
that a much firmer Government is 
needed to resist the pressure put upon 
them by speculators and promoters, and 
even by Members of Parliament. The 
Secretary of State and the Indian Coun- 
cil are not strong enough to resist the 
pressure brought to bear upon them. 
One curious thing about this Bengal 
Central Railway is this. They went to 
the Secretary of State and said—‘‘ You 
must release us from loss, because the 
Government engineers gave us a glow- 
ing account of the magnificent results 
which were to attend the construction of 
this railway;” but now it turns out 
that when they want a guarantee from 
the Government the same engineers are 
found urging the claim in the capacity 
of Directors, and saying that becauso 
the advisers of the Government took 
a sanguine view of the undertaking 
the Directors are entitled to go to the 
Government and call upon them to pay 
the loss they have sustained! I am 
afraid there have been a good many 
other instances of the same kind. The 
blot in the matter is the want of a 
firmer Government to resist the pressure 
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brought to bear upon them by the 
financiers of the City of London on the 
one side, and Members of Parliament 
on the other. We want a stronger and 
a firmer Government before we can se- 
cure that the interests of the unrepre- 
sented taxpayers of India will be better 
uarded and better preserved. The 
ndian Council ought to be greatly 
strengthened, so as to render it more 
capable of resisting pressure. This 
should be one of the main objects of the 
Committee which has been announced. 
Whether I may happen to be in the 
new Parliament, or whether I may be 
out of it, 1 hope I shall see some step 
taken by which the Government of 
India may be strengthened and invigo- 
rated in the interests of the Natives of 
India. 

Mr. J. M. MACLEAN (Oldham): Mr. 
Chairman, the Indian Budget generally 
produces lengthy speeches; but I think 
the attendance in the House at the pre- 
sent moment is not such as to be favour- 
able to anyone wishing to address the 
Committee at length on such a great 
subject. And, even if it were not the 
case that the sands of life of this Par- 
liament are running very fast through 
the glass, I think there would be an ad- 
ditional obstacle presented to the dis- 
cussion of this question just now by the 
changes which have been made in the 
form of the Indian Accounts. I entirely 
agree with the noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for Paddington (Lord Randolph 
Churchill) in the remarks which he 
made earlier in the evening on this sub- 
ject. I dare say that the minds of many 
ingenious and able men in India have 
been exercised in devising this new form 
of Accounts which has been presented to 
Parliament ; but I must say, speaking 
with a rather long experience—for it 
has been my fate during many years to 
examine carefully the Accounts of the 
Government of India—that I never 
saw a more complicated and forbidding 
document than that which is now pre- 
sented to the House of Commons. I 
think it would be of great advantage to 
the Government of India if someone 
could invent a much simpler form of 
issuing the Accounts, so that they might 
be brought down to the level of the 
understanding of the average Member 
of Parliament. We know that it is 
somewhat difficult to interest this House 
in Indian discussions; and it must, I 
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think, become exceedingly so if we are 
to have so many changes made in the 
Accounts. Hardly a year passes with- 
out some alterations being made, and I 
cannot help suggesting that it would be 
of great advantage if such a form were 
adopted as that used by the Board of 
Trade and published at Calcutta every 
month, All those Accounts are stated in 
rupees, and I cannot see why the Indian 
Finance Accounts are not presented in 
rupees, just as all the Accounts pre- 
sented to Congress in the United States of 
America are in dollars. Let me say that 
I hardly share the apprehensions of the 
hon. Member for Kirkcaldy (Sir George 
Campbell) as to the insufficiency of the 
Estimate made in the Budget for the 
charge for Burmah on the India Re- 
venue. The hon. Gentleman went into 
the question of the annexation of Bur- 
mah, and was apparently inclined to re- 
open the whole subject of the policy of 
that annexation. I shall not be tempted 
into following him upon that line of dis- 
cussion; but I may, perhaps, be allowed 
to point out to the Committee a remark- 
able coincidence. We kaow that when 
the late Government was in Office the 
annexation of Upper Burmah was carried 
out; we also know that the work of an- 
nexation was performed with a precision 
and success that gained great applause 
throughout the country. The work was 
done summarily and well, and Upper 
Burmah was annexed almost before we 
knew that the country had been invaded 
—a fact that was extremely creditable to 
the General who had the management 
of the military enterprize. Well, just 
at that time a change of Government 
took place. I do not say that the fact 
which followed was the result entirely 
of the change of Government; but it 
is most remarkable that, while the 
operation of annexing Upper Burmah 
was so thoroughly successful, since 
the country has been annexed we have 
had nothing but reports of mismanage- 
ment, and reports of a state of disorder 
in the country. No doubt public opi- 
nion is disappointed, and I may say ex- 
asperated, at the results which have 
followed the annexation of Upper Bur- 
mah ; for instead of its being made a 
valuable Province of the British Em- 
pire, instead of through traderoutes being 
opened up, we get nothing but melan- 
choly stories day after day of an English 
officer being shot, of Dacoits being in 
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all parts of the country, of people being 
shot down, and of nothing being done 
to improve the state of the country. 
Now, it is certain that unless some- 
thing is done public opinion will hold 
the Government responsible for not 
turning to account the excellent ser- 
vice done by the late Government in 
annexing the country to Lower Bur- 
mah. Another matter that has been 
touched upon during this discussion is 
the introduction of fresh taxation, which 
is said to be repugnant to the feelings 
of the Native population of India; 
but I think we should do a great injus- 
tice to the Government of India if we 
failed to recognize the fact that they had 
to meet an extraordinary crisis, and that 
a large expenditure was forced upon 
them for frontier defences and for in- 
creasing the Army in India. This has 
not been the policy of one Party only— 
it is the policy agreed upon between the 
two great Parties in England, and it is 
a policy which was admitted to be just 
and necessary by the Earl of Kimberley 
as well as by the noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for Paddington (Lord Randolph 
Churchill). The truth is that it is an 


easy thing for critics to lay upon any 


Government that happens to be in Office 
the blame of having to spend large sums 
of money upon the Army, or for carry- 
ing out necessary works to protect India 
against invasion; but it is the case that 
that expenditure was rendered necessary 
because for a long series of years those 
who ruled India had refused to open 
their eyes to the facts—they expected 
the arrival of a sort of moral Millennium, 
and could not think it possible that 
Russia could advance so closely to India 
as to make it essential to increase the 
defences of that country. Now, it has 
been admitted on all hands that the 
near approach of Russia has compelled 
us to take special measures for the de- 
fence of the frontier, and it is the special 
charges on that account which cause a 
deficit of £2,800,000 in the Accounts 
just presented. For my part, when I 
hear attacks made on the Government 
of India—when I hear it said that it 
does not carry out the economy that is 
necessary, I cannot help saying that 
it is extremely creditable to that Go- 
verument that in the face of such 
a state of things it has been able 
to provide £2,000,000 by economies to- 
wards meeting the military charges, 


dr. J M. Maclean 


{COMMONS} 





(Revenue Accounts). 116 


and that it has only proposed taxation 
in order to produce £800,000. The only 
tax imposed by the Government of 
India on the people has been an 
amended Licence Tax or Income Tax, 
the produce of which is estimated to be 
£750,000. I doubt if any Government 
could have been found in the world to 
meet such a case, with revenues said to 
be extremely inelastic, in a more satis- 
factory way. What is the tax imposed 
on India? My experience ranges over 
a considerable number of years, and | 
have always thought that the Income 
Tax ought to be a permanent part of the 
financial machinery of that country, be- 
cause that tax is just that which falls on 
the wealthy Natives and Europeans who 
are making large fortunes in India, and 
others who profit most by British rule. 
Now, we have been accustomed to raise 
the bulk of the taxation in India from 
the tillers of the soil and from the con- 
sumption of salt, from which those who 
are making large fortunes practically 
escaped altogether; and it is for that 
reason that I and many others have 
always maintained that the Income Tax 
was a necessary and just part of the 
financial system of India. Some years 
ago the Government, in trying experi- 
ments with the Income Tax on different 
models, decided at last to impose a 
Licence Tax. This was most unfair, in- 
asmuch as it was only levied on certain 
classes, and it went down very low indeed, 
while it was a mere bagatelle to the 
wealthy Natives, and, aboveall, exempted 
official incomes altogether. Now, the 
imposition of that tax produced the 
greatest amount of excitement in India; 
l remember the most extraordinary de- 
monstration of public opinion that, per- 
haps, ever took place in that country 
was when the Licence Tas: was first im- 
posed. We had a public meeting in 
Bombay which was attended by Euro- 
peans and Natives, and a very strong 
protest was made against the imposition 
of a tax from which the official class 
was exempt. I had the honour of being 
asked to draw up a Memorial to this 
House to be presented to Parliament; 
but no action was taken on it. But now 
a new tax has been introduced which 
will be just and equitable in its inci- 
dence. No doubt, as the hon. Member 
for Kirkcaldy says, the tax is disagree- 
able to those who have to pay it. I 
never heard of a tax that was agreeable 
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in this sense. But it is not a fact that ) marked degree. Whileall other nations 
the Natives generally have protested of the world have been suffering from 

inst the imposition of this tax ; on great depression in trade, we have seen 
the contrary, it has been received with that India has enjoyed a constantly in- 
ae beeen of acquiescence by | creasing state of prosperity. I have a 
the whole Native population in Indie. long seriesof figures which, atthis hour, I 
If anyone will read the debate on the will not inflict on the, perhaps, exhausted 
Income Tax which took place in the patienceoftheCommittee; butI may give 
Legislative Council, he will find that the the gist of those figures bysaying that, on 


Karl of Dufferin expressed his thanks to 
all the Native Members of the Council 
for the ready way in which they said 
they would support the imposition of 
this tax. Now, on what ground does 
opposition to the levying of taxation 
of this kind rest? I quite admit that, 
during the debate in the Legislative 
Council, one of the most distinguished 
Native Members in the Assembly, and 
one or two other Members, urged that 
it would have been better to have kept 


comparison for the last six years, I find 
that the export and import trade of 
England has been almost in a state of 
absolute stagnation, while there has 
been a steady advance, in the main, 
both of the import and export trade of 
India. And not only is that the case, 
but what shows still more clearly how ad- 
vantageous Free Trade is to India is that 
there has been a much larger increase 
of imports into India than of exports 
of raw produce from that country. We 


the Import Duties on cotton goods in- | often hear it made a matter of complaint 
stead of raising revenue by this form of | against the Indian Administration that 
direct taxation; but it will be obvious | theexcessofexports issolarge; butit isan 
to hon. Members that the re-imposition | instructive fact that of late years the in- 
of duties of that kind is out of the ques- | crease in imports has beenlarger than the 
tion. Isaynothing of the opinion of Man- | increase in exports. The exports have 
chester on this subject ; although that is increased during five years at the rate 
an element which will always have great | of 51 per cent, while the imports have 
influence in this House. But the time | in the same period increased by as much 


has gone by when you can impose duties 
on Manchester goods introduced into 
India, because, were you to do so, the 
possibility is that you would kill the 


| as 68 percent. Now, thatis a very satis- 
| factory increase, because it shows that 
India has got a larger return for her 
export of raw produce, and that she is 


whole trade in Lancashire goods. How-! carrying on a profitable trade with this 


ever important and valuable it is at the | and other countries. It is customary to 
present day, it has been carried on for speak of the remittances of the Secretary 
some years with difficulty in the face of | of State for the payment chiefly on in- 
declining prices and constantly increasing | terest on the public and railway debt as 
competition with Native manufactures. | a heavy burden on India; but this bur- 
Now, if you were to impose this pro-| den becomes lighter every year with the 
tective duty, no doubt it would have a | greatdevelopment of trade. The Indian 
most disastrous effect on the trade of| imports, along with the Council Bills, 
this country. And what right have we|are now fully equal in value to the 


todo so? We give India free access to | 


all the markets of the world, and there 
is nothing which India produces that is 
not carried, under British protection, to 
every country over every sea; and have 
we not, then, the right to expect that 
India shall give us Free Trade in return? 
Therefore, I contend it would bea great 
mistake to impose these duties on goods 
imported into India. But I would also 
pointoutthat the Natives of India are in- 
duced to acquiesce in the taxes imposed 
on them by the consciousness that many 
causes have contributed to improve their 
material position of late years in a very 


exports. But, in addition to the Govern- 
|ment remittances, India owes a large 
debt for private capital invested there ; it 
is absurd to speak of that as tribute paid 
by India; it is no more a tribute than 
the interest paid in the United States 
of America on money invested there. 
Look at the amount of English capital 
in all the great Shipping Companies 
which carry on the trade of India; 
look at the English capital invested 
in banks, in mercantile concerns of 
all kinds, and in the industrial ‘enter- 
prizes of the country—the tea planta- 
tions, the indigo, and the other main un- 
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dertakings of the country, Irepeat that 
there is an enormous amount of capital 
so invested which ought to bring to this 
country a certain profit. If you de- 
duct the amount of such profit from 
the exports, you will find that the im- 
ports which India receives consti- 
tutes a very valuable remuneration to 
the people of that country for the 
trade they carry on; and it is further 
proved that the trade is remunerative 
by the large quantity of gold imported 
into India year after year, which re- 
presents a value of £3,000,000 sterling. 
There was a small decrease last year, 
and I was struck by it because, looking 
over the Accounts for some years past, it 
seemed to me possible that this large 
importation of gold which was going on 
might be owing to the depreciation of 
silver in India, as well as elsewhere. But 
that only shows how wrong it is to dog- 
matize on any currency question. I was 
underthe impression that the people were 
getting a distrust for silver, and were im- 
porting gold in its place, because we know 
that in India there is a good deal of gold 
which circulates in exchange for mer- 
chandize by weight, although there is 
no gold coinage there. But I find that 
in the year 1885-6 there has been 
again a very remarkable increase in 
the importation of silver, while the im- 
port of gold has a little fallen off. This 
is a most satisfactory proof that the 
prices of produce in India measured in 
silver have not fallen off, and that the 
rupee is still as valuable as ever it was. 
That being so, it is a fact which shows 
that Sir Auckland Colvin, Finance 
Minister in India, takes far too gloomy 
a view of the financial position of the 
country when he tells us of the immense 
losses caused to the Indian Government 
by the depreciation of silver. Although 
it is true that there is a direct loss on 
remittances to England, we see that the 
depreciation of silver gives a bonus on 
the exportation of produce from India. 
The fall in silver has in this way far 
more than compensated the people of 
India for the abolition of the 10 per 
cent import duties on English goods; it 
has been more than equivalent to it. 
We see that that is the case by the fact 
that the exports of cotton manufactures 
from India have doubled within the last 
five years, while the exports from Eng- 
land have remained practically sta- 
tionary. We have another evidence of 
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the advantages arising to India from 
the fall in the rate of exchange in the 
fact that the imports of Indian wheat 
into this country during the last five 
months, as shown by the Tables of the 
Board of Trade, are largely in excess of 
the imports during the corresponding 
period of last year—in fact, they amount 
to half the total imports from America, 
This stimulus given to the importation 
of wheat is entirely due to the recent 
heavy fall in the exchange, because 
it has been made profitable to the Indian 
grower of wheat to send us that which 
he would not have been able to send us 
if it had not been for this fall. All this 
large movement of produce tends to the 
advantage of the Indian Government, 
because the Indian Government is a 
large owner of railways, and it is 
largely dependent on revenue from 
railways for a satisfactory Budget. The 
income from Indian railways steadily in- 
creases year by year. If anyone will 
refer to the Accounts they will find that 
from 1884 to 1886 the income from 
railways has inereased as much as 
£2,000,000—I am, of course, speaking 
of the gross earnings of the railways. 
That is altogether in consequence of the 
very large increase in the foreign com: 
merce of India. Immense quantities of 
produce are carried down to port; and, 
no doubt as the result of the sale of that 
produce in England, we have increas- 
ingly large quantities of merchandize 
sent out to be distributed in that country 
again. This state of things naturally 
creates a condition of contentment and 
comfort amongst the people which re- 
conciles them to the increase which has 
taken place in taxation; and now you 
have the extraordinary fact, which is 
unexampled in all the experience I have 
had of India, that the people at this 
moment are not remonstrating against 
the increase of taxation which has been 
rendered necessary. Then we are told 
by the noble Lord (Lord Randolph 
Churchill) this evening —who spoke 
with great authority on the question, 
because I think he faced the problem of 
defending the North-Western Frontier 
with a sincerity and boldness that did 
him the highest honour—we are told by 
him that the expenditure which is now 
going on on the North-Western Fron- 
tier, and this permanent addition of 
£2,000,000 to the cost of our adminis- 
tration which is a result of the increase 
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of the Army, will not be at all sufficient dorsed that programme. I am giving 
for the purpose of defending India my opinion on the Report of the Com- 
against the Russian advance. He tells mittee. They did not dissent from 
us that millions more may be wanted | this proposal, at all events; and it 
for frontier railways, and to put India | was put in the schedule of works that 
in a proper state of defence. o doubt were to be undertaken and carried out 
this lays open a very disagreeable | within a certain period of time. That 
rospect to the Indian taxpayer; but line has never been undertaken up to 
t would respectfully suggest to the the present day. If it be the case, as 
Committee that, when works of that /we are told, that only £2,000,000 are 
kind are rendered necessary, it is to be spent in future on productive 
a great mistake for the Indian Go- | works out of £5,000,000, do not 
vernment to do as it has done during know when the railways of this kind 
the last year, and as it proposes to do in will be constructed; but if the consi- 
the financial year which has just begun | derations that I have advanced to the 
—namely, to stop the construction of Committee are sound, it will be seen 
productive railways in India, in order to | that the increase of the prosperity of 
devote the money so saved to the con- | India and the capacity of the people 
struction of a complete scheme of frontier | to bear increased expenditure depends 
defences. If work of that kind is to be | greatly on the extension of productive 
undertaken, a special loan ought to be | railways in that country. It is from 
raised for the purpose, and the works | these railways that you get a large 
ought to be gradually carried out and | revenue. There is no more elastic branch 
spread over a series of years. What is| of the Revenue than these productive 
the use of the House of Commons’ Com- | railways. I sincerely hope that the 
mittee sitting here and discussing the | Government of India will alter its policy 
question of railway construction in India| in this respect. I listened with great 
and coming to the conclusion that a/| attention to what the hon. Member op- 
certain sum of money, from £28,000,000 | posite (Sir George Campbell) said! with 
to £30,000,000, should be spent in the | regard to the Government of India bor- 
course of six years upon productive rail- | rowing money for the construction of 
ways to increase the resources of the | railways itself, instead of granting con- 
country and to protect it against famine, | cessions to private promoters to construct 
if, the moment a military emergency | lines. Well, I do not care anything 
arises, these works are to be suddenly | about the promoters of private Compa- 
stopped and the whole of the money is} nies. I shall be very glad if they can 
to be taken and spent on unproductive | be done without altogether ; and I quite 
railways? It would have been as rea- | believe that the time has come when the 
sonable, it seems to me, for Viscount | Government of India itself should raise 
Palmerston, when he wished to fortify | the money at a fair rate of interest and 
Portsmouth and our other large arsenals | carry on the great system of productive 
in England, to have called upon us to | lines throughout the country. But what 
stop the construction of the Midland | I contend for is this—that we ought not 
Railway, or the Great Trunk line con-|to have a spasmodic and intermittent 
necting London with York, or the great | system of constructing these lines. That 
railways connecting Manchester with | is the most wasteful and extravagant 
London. With regard to the Nagpore | system possible. What we want is a 
Railway, which will give the shortest | steady and comprehensive policy as to 
route from Bombay to Calcutta, that | the construction of these railways. The 
work was declared by the Government | great misfortune of employing purely 
of India years ago to be absolutely ne- | Government agencies is this—or, at all 
cessary. They said that it would not | events, it has been this in the past — 
only be of advantage in saving dis- | that whenever any emergency arose the 
tricts from famine, but that it would | Government, wanting money, wherever 
also be a productive work, and the | it could lay its hands upon it would stop 
Committee of the House of Commons | some great work; so that, after great pre- 
recommended it very strongly. [An /| liminary expenses had been ineurred, a 
hon. Mempzr: No, no!}] Well, it was | work of greatimportance might bediscon- 
recommended by the Government of| tinued at a mvument’s notice and the 
India in its railway programme to the | money spent upon it entirely wasted, 
Committee who accepted and en-|and so much capital completely thrown 
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away. Then, perhaps, some few years 
afterwards everything would be begun 
afresh. I have seen several instances 
of this cruel and wicked waste of public 
money, and I believe it is one of the 
eauses of that increase in the non- 
effective charges that the hon. Gentleman 
opposite so much deplores, at least so 
far as the Civil Service in India is con- 
cerned. These are all the remarks I 
think I need make on the question be- 
fore the Committee. I could not let 
this opportunity pass without trying 
to impress upon the House of Com- 
mons that a little boldness, and a little 
energy, and, at the same time, a 
little consistency in the construction 
of these productive railways in India 
would be of the greatest possible bene- 
fit to the people of that country. The 
hon. Gentleman who preceded me re- 
ferred to the fact that a Committee 
was to have been appointed this Session 
to inquire into the Administration of 
India. I do not know that I am alto- 
gether sorry that that Committee has 
collapsed. Iam not one of those, like 
the hon. Gentleman, who is an old 
Anglo-Indian official, and I know their 
sentiments in this matter—I am not 
one of those who would thrust the criti- 
cism of the British House of Commons 
from the Administration of India. I 
think, on the contrary, that the criticism 
of the British House of Commons has a 
wholesome and purifying effect on In- 
dian affairs. What we have estab- 
lished in India is a despotism — a 
benevolent despotism, no doubt — but 
a Government of a bureaucracy; and 
wherever a Government of a bureaucracy 
exists the tendency is to become hard 
and mechanical in the Administration of 
the country. It is an advantage, there- 
fore, to have the sweetening influence 
of English criticism to inspire the Go- 
vernment in India with sympathy with 
the millions over whom they rule. 
Though a Parliamentary Committee 
might have done some good, and though 
discussion in this House may do some 
good, I should have been sorry if the 
step had been adopted, which is advo- 
cated in many quarters, of sending out 
a Roving Commission to hold an inquest, 
as it were, on the Government of India. 
I believe that would have had a most 
disastrous effect upon India, as it would 
have encouraged agitators in every 
form to bring forth their grievances, 
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and would have lowered the Govern. 
ment of India in the opinion of the 
people. Whatever fault may be found 
with the Administration of India I am 
sure we have in that country as fair and 
as just a Government as exists anywhere 
in the world, and we ought to remember 
Tennyson’s words— 
‘« The gods are hard to reconcile, 

*Tis hard to sottle order once again.” 
India is one of the remaining portions 
of Her Majesty’s Duminions in which 
the Queen’s writ runs throughout the 
length and breadth of the land, in 
which security for the protection of life, 
liberty, and property, is given to all with- 
out distinction, and in which every man 
knows that he can have justice impar- 
tially administered by the Courts of 
Law. We have also given to that 
country advantages of modern civiliza- 
tion such as it never experienced before 
it came under our rule. I do not take 
the criticisms of English gentlemen who 
travel in India for a month or two, and 
who are prone to indulge in a morbid 
habit of self-depreciation, as any fair 
estimate of the merits of our Adminis- 
tration out there. A man goes to India 
for a few weeks, travels through the 
country, staying with one civilian or 
military man after another, and great 
efforts are made to entertain him well, 
for what may be called the barbarous 
virtue of hospitality still survives in 
India. The civilians and military men 
receive their guests with every honour, 
and even go the length of spending two 
or three months’ salary in surrounding 
him for a week or so with all the social 
delights that the country affords. Then 
the guest comes home and immediately 
writes a book, in which he says that the 
Indian Civil servant or military man has 
little to do and plenty to get, and in 
which he expresses the greatest sym- 
pathy with the poor Natives who are 
ruled over by these gentlemen. These 
are not the sort of critics whose opinions 
one cares very much about. I would 
rather take the opinion of intelligent 
and altogether impartial observers—of 
such men as Baron Hubner, whose 
recent praises of our management of 
India are familiar to all hon. Mem- 
bers, and of the late General Grant, 
who, when I had the honour of meeting 
and talking with him in Bombay, spoke 
in language of unusual warmth of the 
wisdom, generosity and firmness with 
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which our Indian Government was ad- 
ministered. I may bo allowed to ex- 
press a hope that that Government may 
jong remain undisturbed in its main 
features. The Empire of British India 
is the noblest monument that has ever 
been reared to the political and military 
genius of the English race ; and it would 
be an unfortunate day for this country 
and for India itself if that great Empire 
were ever given up as a new field to be 
operated upon by mischievous and irre- 
sponsible agitators. 

Mr. 8. SMITH (Flintshire): I have 
had the advantage of hearing a great 
deal of friendly criticism passed upon 
the Notice which appears in my name 
on the Paper. I must say that per- 
sonal inquiry in India has convinced 
me that a desp feeling of discontent 
with British rule prevails amongst the 
Natives of a vast portion of our Indian 
Empire, and I think it will be very much 
to the advantage of the Government 
that it should be made aware of the feel- 
ing so widely prevalent in India. The 
people of that country have great confi- 
dence in the fairness of the British 
public; but they bitterly complain of 
having no spokesman in this House to 
advocate their rights and make known 


their grievances. They complain that 
their opinions are not fairly represented 
by the official classes of this country ; 
and it is my intention, with the indul- 
gence of the Committee, to lay before it 
on the present occasion some of the 
grievances that weigh so heavily upon 


the Indian population. The first great 
complaint which we meet with all over 
India—and I am speaking with regard 
to British India—is the costliness of 
the Administration. It is only by mea- 
suring the Expenditure of India by the 
poverty and small resources of the coun- 
try that you can arrive at anything like 
an adequate impression of the expen- 
siveness of that Administration. I 
will just refer to one or two figures 
bearing upon this branch of the sub- 
ject. I go back 10 years, to the 
year 1876, and I find that the Ex- 
penditure in that year was nearly 
£57,000,000. Well, as we have heard 
to-night, in 1886 the Expenditure has 
risen to £75,600,000. In other words, 
the Expenditure in 10 years has run up 
£18,000,000, or 31 per cent. Now, I 
am aware that there are considerable 
deductions to be made in that, and that, 
to a large extent, it is a matter of Ac- 
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counts. I am aware that a large portion 
of the Expenditure is reproductive; but 
still, making every allowance for that, 
we see an increase of Expenditure which 
is alarming in its proportions. Every 
branch of the Public Service shows a 
large increase during these 10 years. 
Another serious element is that there 
have been recurrent deficits, which have 
exceeded the surpluses by no less than 
£5,000,000 or £6,000,000 during that 
time. “This year we have the alarming 
deficit of £2,800,000 staring us in the 
face. It has been observed that this 
is based on the calculation of the rupee 
being worth ls. 6d, or, at any rate, 
on that being the rate of exchange. 
Everyone knows that the rate of ex- 
change has touched as low as ls. 5d. 
within the last month. It has recovered 
slightly, but it is not impossible that it 
may fall much lower, and it seems to 
me probable that the average for the 
year will not exceed ls. 5d. In this 
way another £1,000,000 will have to be 
added to the deficit, thus bringing it 
up to close upon £4,000,000. We 
cannot regard this with any spirit 
of lightness, and I do not think there 
is any ground for the sanguine view of 
matters which has been taken by the 
hon. Gentleman opposite who has just 
sat down and by others. We do not 
comprehend this fully until we take into 
consideration the extreme poverty of the 
people of India. I have been engaged 
in trading with India for a large part 
of my life. I have travelled through 
much of the country, and in my last 
visit I was brought face to face with 
masses of the people, and I hope the 
Committee will give me its attention 
while I give some of the grounds upon 
which I venture to make some of 
my statements to-night. Sir Evelyn 
Baring, when Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer fur India, made a calculation as 
to the average income of the people of 
India, and he put it at 27 rupees per 
head, which, at the present rate of ex- 
change, would be about £2 per head. 
But I am bound to say that, from the in- 
formation I possess on the subject, that 
calculation appears to be an over-esti- 
mate. I am rather inclined to take the 
view of some leading Native authorities 
that the average income of the people 
of India does not exceed 20 rupees per 
head, which, at the present rate of 
exchange, would be about £1 10s. per 
head. This, I think, is nearer the mark. 
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that, with the population of 200,000,000 
of perme who inhabit British India, 
would give us an ag; income for 
the whole. country of £400,000,000. 
The best statisticians put the income of 
the United Kingdom at £1,250,000,000. 
The total income of the 36,000,000 in- 
habitants of the United Kingdom is 
thus fully three times as large as that 
of our 200,000,000 fellow-subjects in 
India. Now, I will give another reason 
for the view I take as to the extremely 
small resources of India, and that is the 
yield of the Income Tax. In this coun- 
try, roundly speaking, 1d. on the In- 
come Tax produces £2,000,000 sterling. 
In India it only yields £200,000. The 
incomes in India are taxed from £50 
and upwards, whilst in this country they 
are taxed from £150 and upwards. It 
ie true that there are certain classes of 
exemptions in India. Incomes drawn 
from land are not taxed, and thus the 
wealthy Zemindars—who, it seems to 
me, of all others should be taxed— 
escape. Putting it broadly, however, 
we find that an income of £50 in India 
corresponds with £150 in this country. 
The amount the tax produces, however, 
is only a tenth of what it does in this 
country. There is, for equal numbers 
of population, 60 times as much taxable 
wealth in England as in India. These 
figures ought to convince everyone of 
the excessive poverty of India, and 
of the extraordinary absence of a 
wealthy class; and if anything further 
requires to be said, I think it will be 
sufficient to remark that the entire 
number of persons subject to Income 
Tax in India is only reckoned at 300,000 
—that is to say, only one in 700 reach 
the point of having £50.a-year. Then, 


the wages earned in India are very low. | y 


The peasantry live at a permanent dead 
level. of extreme poverty; they are 
scarcely half-clad; they eat very little 
food, and that of only the coarsest kind ; 
and they are nearly all deeply in debt 
to the money beptenmeann 90 per 
cent of them. It is difficult to conceive 
human life going on under more dis- 
tressing conditions than it does over a 
great part of India. In a year of failure 
of crops you have almost the whole of 
the people of large Provinces precipi- 
tated into a state of famine, and but for 
Government intervention they would 
assuredly die almost wholesale. In re- 
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' stated, as I say, that.90 per cent of the 





peasantry are in debt. Probably that 
is an exaggeration; but no one can doubt 
that the great majority of the peasant 
in India are deeply, Sopolesty in de 
to the money-lenders, A calculation hag 
been put out on good authority in India 
that at least 50,000,000 people in that 
country only eat, on an average, one 
meal a-day, and that of the coarsest 
feet. Ant win has rack me as 
eing one of the most singular signs of 
the ae is that India is believed by 
the Natives:to be getting poorer instead 
of richer, and that the condition of the 
people now is no better than it was 100 
ears ago, in spite of British rule, 
There is also a widespread feeling that 
the soil is becoming impoverished by 
over-cropping, and is yielding less, 
There is a general belief on the part of 
the Natives that there are far less 
stocks of food in the country than for- 
merly, and more danger of. famine. 
That is the opinion of Sir James Caird. 
That is a matter which is not to be 
looked at with a light heart, nor is it to 
be treated as a matter of very little 
moment, for it is a matter of the gravest 
importance. I have further to state 
that a vast amount of the money col- 
lected in India is levied as black mail, 
and that it never reaches the Govern- 
ment. There can be no doubt what- 
ever that this is the main objection 
in India to direct taxation, and _ that 
there is great loss on all direct taxes, 
owing to the bribery and corruption of 
the under officials. Let me deal now 
with the arguments of official optimists, 
Their chief argument is the great in- 
crease in the foreign trade of India, and 
the vast importation of bullion. Forty 
ears ago the foreign trade amounted 
to £18,000,000; it has increased to 
£140,000,000—a rate quite unexampled 
in any other country. The British public 
are very much mistaken as to the enrich- 
ing influence of this foreign trade. The 
conclusions drawn from the enormous 
increase of the foreign trade of India 
aro, to a large extent, delusive. The 
Indian foreign trade has been developed, 
to a large extent, by processes which 
have been destructive of most branches 
of Native industry, The large amount 
of goods imported represents the decay 
of Native industries, and the surplus. of 
export is regarded by the Natives as & 
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_ tributé to England to pay Home 
and European profits. Pradustrios which 
formerly gave a large amount of em- 
ployment to the people of the villages 
are rapidly disappearing, and the result 
is that the ryots are driven to over- 
cultivate land which is already more 
than sufficiently cropped. Another 
result is that they are compelled to 
bring into cultivation very poor and 
badly irrigated soil. I do not imagine 
that the people of this country really 
realize what the decay of Native indus- 
tries means, or have any ae hed 
the misery brought upon the people 
the destraction ot thetr handicrafts. tt 
really involves the loss of a livelihood to 
many millions of the people who have 
been driven on to the land already over- 
cropped. I believe, if the figures could 
be ascertained, it would be found that 
handicrafts by which 10,000,000 or 
15,000,000 people gained their living 
have been destroyed by the substitution 
of foreign for home manufactures. The 
vast export of produce has been pointed 
to as another proof of the great pros- 
rity of India; it is viewed in a very 
ifferent sense by the Native population. 
The general view taken by the Hindoos 


is that these vast exports are, in reality, 
impoverishing the mrt The people 
-fed 


themselves are only hal , and they 
see the food which ought to maintain 
them more generously going abroad, 
and they cannot help regarding this as a 
drain upon the very vitals of the coun- 

There is this curious phenomenon 
—that India stands almost alone among 
the nations of the world in exporting 
habitually a much larger amount than she 
im . The hon. Gentleman who last 
addressed the House (Mr. J. M. Maclean) 
said that of late years that discrepancy 
has been removed to some extent, and 
that the difference between the exports 
and imports is gradually diminishing. I 
do notfind that this is the case. Only afew 
yearsago the surplusof exportsamounted 
to £17,000,000; they were subsequently 
£16,000,000 ; then £24,000,000; and in 
1884 £23,000,000. The average surplus 
of exports over imports in India is now 
from £20,000,000 to £25,000, 000 a-year. 
But all the imports which come into 
India are loaded with freight and other 
charges, which ought to be deducted if 
the comparison is to be made fairly. As 
far as Iam able to make out, the proper 
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surplus of exports over imports imto 
India amounts to about £30,000,000 
sterling a-year when this rectification is 
made. I look upon this as a remark- 
able proof of the poverty of the country. 
All nt come countries have a large 
surplus of imports—the United King- 
dom fully £100,000,000 a-year. The 
view taken by the Natives is that this 
£30,900,000 is a tribute paid to Eng- 
land. I do not admit that that view is 
by any means correct; but it is a 
very plausible one, and we may depend 
upon it that the more information 
spreads in India the more will the 
opinion be entertained that India is 
losing instead of gaining by its foreign 
trade. The only explanation of this de- 
ficit of £30,000,000 is that the Home 
charges amount to about £15,000,000, 
while the other £15,000,000 represent 
the profits upon British trade. It is 
quite true that for much of this India 
has received an equivalent in the shape 
of railways, canals, and other public 
works; but for other portions of it the 
Indian people have difficulty in seeing 
that they get any real equivalent. The 
second argument of the official optimists 
is that we must look to the imports of 
bullion. It is a faet that for many 
years India has taken an average of 
£10,000,000 chiefly in silver, and 
latterly a considerable portion of it in 
gold; but it is a certain fact that it has 
not enriched the people to any appre- 
'ciable extent. No doubt, it is absorbed 
|in some strange manner; it disappears 
among the population, one can scarcely 
say how, and leaves but little trace. 
Probably much of it goes in the manu- 
facture of bangles and other articles of 
jewellery, and supplies in this way the 
chief form of hoarding to be found in 
India. The chief currency of the coun- 
try is silver; so that a large amount is 
absorbed for purposes of circulation. I 
think I have now proved the first 
|thesis in my Resolution — ‘‘that the 
| financial condition of India is such 
as to cause grave anxiety.” I now 
ask the Committee to go a little fur- 
ther, and to pass on with me to the 
next head— 

“That the expenditure is excessive, and 
necessitates a resort to taxes which are repug- 
nant to native opinion.” 

Some remarks have already been made 
on this head, and I wish to show what 
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the nature of the taxation and expendi- 
ture is. It is the general belief of the 
people of India that the fiscal system 
of that country has been adapted to suit 
British commerce, and not for the bene- 
fit of India. There is no conviction 
more widely ad than that England 
has arranged the fiscal system of India 
purely in her own interests. If you 
would allow the people of India to de- 
clare to-morruw how they would raise 
the Revenue of the country I know 
what the reply would be. If you gave 
India an effective voice in her fiscal 
system I know very well how that voice 
would decide. Her people would say with 
one accord that much of the Revenue 
must be raised by Customs Duties. 
India would undoubtediy derive a con- 
siderable portion of Revenue from the 
£100,000,000 of foreign trade which 
is at present untaxed. By imposing 
a tax, say, of 10 per cent upon 
£100,000,000 of untaxed trade India 
would readily raise £10,000,000 a-year 
from Oustoms with scarcely any pres- 
sure upon the country. Indirect taxa- 
tion suits a country like India far better 
than direct taxation; and one great ad- 
vantage it possesses is that it does not 
open the door to the great amount 
of peculation, fraud, and oppression that 
disgrace all Eastern countries. By 
direct taxation in taking the money out 
of the pockets of extremely poor people, 
opportunities for peculation are mul- 
tiplied, and thus you extract from the 
people a great deal more than finds its 
way into the Exchequer of the Govern- 
ment. The Ootton Duties in India were 
abolished against the judgment of India ; 
I speak as one largely interested in the 
trade of Lancashire. My interests lie 
in the direction of the abolition of these 
duties ; but, as a matter of justice, I am 
compelled to admit that the policy 
adopted was indefensible. I repeat that 
all Manchester had a right to ask wasthat 
a corresponding Excise Duty should be 
laid on the Indian factories to avoid Pro- 
tection. The result of the present policy 


is that we are forced to put on a hateful |i 


Income Tax. From some points of view 
an Income Tax may be a righteous 
tax—for it reaches a limited class of 
wealthy Natives who escape taxation. 
Then, again, the European official 
classes ought justly to be taxed; but I 
cannot ignore the fact that a multitude 
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of Native collectors have to! be . 
yed in the collection of the tax; 

is currently believed that when tig 
come to assess incomes they put t 
amounts higher or lower, according 
the amount of black mail they re 
ceive. 
mit that it is impossible to levy Income 
Tax on a large scale in ‘that coun 
without a vast amount of ‘black m 
being levied; and, as a rule, quite as 
much finds its way into the pockets of 
the collectors as into the coffers of the 
Treasury. Then, again, our system of 
land revenue in India has led toa 
serious increase of land assessment. 
The practice in some Provinces is to 
squeeze the unfortunate peasantry by 
periodical revisions and increases of land 
revenue. But, although 25 per cent 
has been put upon the assessment in 
some districts, there is this remarkable 
fact—that the result of the collection is 
the same, and the amount realized is no 
greater than by the former assessment. 
Thus the increases of assessment which 
take place bring in no addition to 
Revenue, but simply add to the poverty 
of the peasantry. These Revenue ex- 
actions sometimes drive the peasantry 
into debt, and in bad years into famine. 
A large number have been sold up and 
turned out of house and home and have 
lost their farms through inability to 
pay. Consequently, large remissions of 
taxation are necessary in bad years if we 
are to avoid inflicting the most cruel 
suffering. Instances have been named 
to me where, in consequence of en- 
forcing collections in bad years, hun- 
dreds and thousands of Natives have 
been swept away by famine. I am 
afraid that the Chancellor of the Indian 
Exchequer is not enabled to remit 
taxation in the way he ought to do 
in a country like India in order to 
meet recurring cycles of famine. The 
third and main objection which I 
have to the present system of taxation 
is, that we are demoralizing the people 
by multiplying the facilities for drink- 
ing. Nothing has struck me more pain- 
fully in India than the reproaches of 
the people against the Government for 
forcing liquor shops upon them against 
their will. In Bengal we have, in many 
instances, been forming groups of drunk- 
ards in places where drinking was for- 
merly unknown. It ought to be known 
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to the House of Gommons and the 
guntry that the Hindoo population is 

bly the most temperate in the 
world ; they regard the drink shops 
which have been established among them 
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panied by corresponding Excise Duties 
on Indian factories, so as to equa- 
lize the pressure of the burden. Fur- 
ther, we should limit the sale: of alcohol 
and remit excessive land assessments. It 


is also indispensably necessary that 
something should be done to stop the 
our modern notions of Free Trade, and , terrible waste upon the exchange account 
plant these temptations in the midst| which now takes place. It is estimated 
of the community for the corruption | in the Budget of this year that the loss 
and demoralization of her people. | on the exchange will be £4,800,000; 
Surely no one can say that it is right) but I am of opinion that theloss will be 
for the State to multiply these sources ef; much greater, and that it may  pos- 
temptation to the largest extent, and | sibly reach £5,500,000. In fact, this 
derive the utmost revenue it can from | matter of exchange, or what is called 
them. If we were to allow the Munici- | the depreciation of silver, has brought 
palities of India to control the liquor the finances of India to a hopeless state 
trade, and to exercise what in this coun- of confusion. Anyone who will read 
try is called local option, they would | the despatches of the Government will 
almost extirpate it. At present, how-| see the desperate straits into which the 
ever, they are powerless in the matter. | Government of India have been driven 
The Government have in their hands the | by this question of the oxchange and 


with horror ; and it is highly objection- 
able that we should go to India with 





sole power of remedying the evil; and, 
knowing that the traffic is condemned by 
the Hindoo religion, I fail to ses why 
they should not take steps for reducing 
it It is true that a revenue of 
£4,000,000 sterling is derived from this 
source. But surely, when all the evils 
of this hateful system of farming out 
the Excise Revenue are taken into con- 
sideration, hon. Members will agree 
with me that if it is necessary to im- 
pose taxation in India, it should be 
imposed in such a way as to meet the 
wishes and desires of the people of the 
country. They ought to have a fair 
voice in the arrangement of their fiscal 
system; it ought to correspond with 
the strong beliefs, habits, traditions, and 
religious convictions of the people. The 
fact is, that to the Indian mind the Bri- 
tish Administration of India presents far 
too much the appearance of a huge car 
of Juggernaut, the wheels of which 
are remorselessly grinding down the 
people, and screwing the uttermost 
arthing out of them. The last part 
of the Resolution which I placed upon 
the Paper says— 

“That, in the judgment of this House, a re- 
adjustment of taxation and a more economical 
administration is urgently called for. 

Imay be asked how I would propose to 
re-adjust the taxation of India? I have 
already indicated that I would re-estab- 
lish Customs Duties on a moderate scale. 
But, whatever Customs Duties are im- 
posed in India, they should be accom- 





depreciation of silver. I donot see any 
reason why there should not be a still 
further fall in the value of the rupee. 
It bas fallen steadily from 2s. to 1s. 5$d. 
Year after year it continues to fall, 
and I see no reason why, if matters con- 
tinue as they are, in the course of a very 
few years the value of the rupee should 
not fall to 1s. And what would that 
mean? It would mean that £5,000,000 
more would be added to the loss on 
exchange. I altogether differ from those 
who say that the Government of India 
receives full compensation from other 
sources of Revenue. It receives a cer- 
tain amount of compensation, no doubt. 
The fall of the rupee stimulates exports, 
and so adds to the traffic of the railways, 
which are virtually Government pro- 
perty; but, on the other hand, it also 
puts a serious barrier in the way of 
railway extension. It renders it very 
difficult to raise the capital required, 
and I very much doubt whether the loss 
on the one side is not equal to the gain 
on the other. I had the opportunity, 
when in India, of meeting some of the 
ablest authorities on this question, and 
of conferring with them upon it. I 
found only one opinion—namely, that 
there is nothing before India, but some- 
thing approaching to bankruptcy, unless 
the Government of this country will join 
with the other Governments of Europe 
in taking measures for restoring the old 
bi-metallic system, which existed for 
centuries, and was found to answer very 


F 2 











135 East India 


well. During a period of nearly 200 
years prior to 1873, when the metallic 
system was broken, the rupee was worth 
about 2s,, and we had virtually identical 
money in England and India. The autho- 
rities in India are perfectly familiar with 
these facts, and the fault rests, I be- 
lieve, with the Government at home. 
The Government of this country is 
very much to blame for bestowing so 
little attention on the representations 
which come from the responsible Go- 
vernment of India, whose able officers 
have carefully studied the subject. The 
argument of our opponents is, that the 
people of India gain, and the debtor 
class, and that burdens are lightened; 
but, on the other hand, a stop is put to 
railway development ; and the final result 
will be, if this system goes on un- 
checked, that India must have a gold 
standard. If I am not mistaken, the 
conviction is rapidly spreading through- 
out England that a large portion of 
the distress in this country arises in 
consequence of the depreciation of 
silver and the rise in the value of 
gold. In the interests of India and 
of England alike it is urgently re- 
quired that this silver question should 
be brought to an issue, and that this 
country should not stand alone in re- 
fusing to join the other nations of 
Europe, who are quite ready to join with 
us, in re-establishing the old bi-metallic 
system. I remark, in conclusion, that 
the whole Administration of India is 
too costly for the Natives, and that Ad- 
ministration, however well adapted to 
European habits, is not so to Asiatics. 
I say, further, that we unjustly exclude 
the Natives of India from holding the 
higher posts in the Government; be- 
cause a pledge has been given that 
there shall be no disqualification either 
of race or religion for holding Office in 
India. How oes this matter stand to- 
day? I should like to have a Return of 
the posts held by Natives of the value of 
£1,000 per annum and upwards. My 
impression is that not 5 per cent of the 
higher posts in India, with salaries of 
from £1,000 a-year and upwards, are 
held by Natives. There is on this 
ground a deep feeling of discontent 
among the Natives, who think that 
faith is broken with them—they demand 
that they should receive fair play, and 
be allowed to compete more fairly with 
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Europeans for the higher posts undée 
Government. At one time a fair number 
of Natives were entering the Indian Civi} 
Service, when the age of admission wag 
22; but that age has been unwisely 
lowered to 19, very much to the exely. 
sion of the Natives. I do not know why 
that was done. It was a fair thing that 
the young men of India should compete 
here for posts in the Civil Service ; but 
the reduction of the age to 19 stopped 
it, and the reform which is needed jg 
that we should either raise the standard 
of age, or that we should open the door 
to Natives by examination in India 
that at least half the admissions to the 
Service should be in the country whose 
people are to be governed. I am con- 
vinced that if we adopted the principle of 
allowing Natives more freely to enter the 
Service we should greatly lessen the 
expense of governing India, and the 
number and amount of pensions which 
English officials received would in time 
bo largely reduced—we should lessen 
that drain, whichisalways getting heavier 
and heavier. The Natives complain of 
the drain of Indian wealth which is 
caused by our enormous pension list, 
and I think that their complaint is not 
without reason. Much has already been 
said as to military expenditure; butI 
must say that the military element in 
India has too often tended to war and 
annexation ; the policy of India, dictated 
mainly by the official class, has a bias 
in that direction, and I think that unless 
this country holds a tight hand on the 
rein that tendency is sure to go on. 
These annexations are hateful in the 
eyes of the people of India. I did 
not meet a single Neiive who did 
not contend that the annexation of 
Upper Burmah was a gross breach of 
faith ; the people of India think it un- 
just that they should bear the expense 
of increasing the Army for subduing 
people alien from themselves. ‘The 
people of India also resented having to 
bear a portion of the cost of the War 
in Egypt. How are we to avoid going 
on with this policyin India, which is sow- 
ing the seeds of future trouble as certainly 
as anything can happen in this world? 
I can see that within the next 20 or 80 
years we shall have in India a second 
Treland, unless we make a change and 
Parliament takes this matter in hand. 
Now, how are we to govern with the 
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uisite economy and the requisite de- 
a, to meet he eahes of the people of 
India? Absolutely, I can see only one 
way, and that is to give effective ex- 
ion to the opinions of the people, 
who are at present ruled as if they were 
children, and have no such expression 
of opinion accorded to them, or anything 
like representative government in the | 
most elementary form. But the people 
aro getting educated ; you will find many 
of them just as intelligent as we are our- 
selves, and as education spreads dis- 
content becomes more and more dan- 
gerous. How are we to meet the de- 
mands of the people? Their demands 
are reasonable, and such as I think we 
may grant at the present time. They 
demand the right of electing Native 
Members to the Legislative Councils of 
India. Those who are there now are 
selected because they are known to be 
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favourable to the Government policy, 
whereas the people think they ought to | 
be selected from those who are favour- | 
able to Native wishes. Then another | 


most important reform is demanded, | 
and it is that either the Council of India | 
should be abolished, or that it should | 
contain a substantial number of Natives. 
For my part, I lean to the latter view, 


because I do not believe that the Govern- 
ment can be carried on without the 
Council; but I think that a certain | 
number of seats should be allotted to 
Natives, and there would be then more 
touch between the Council and the feel- 
ings of the people. Finally, I say that 
there is great discontent in India. Never- 
theless, I believe the people are loyal to 
their connection with this country ; they | 
are aware that if that connection were | 
to cease anarchy would soon override 
their country ; that then they would not 
long be left independent ; and I believe 
there is no desire to connect themselves | 
with any other nation. The officials who 
now govern Indiaareablemon—no better 
men, I am convinced, can be found; but, 
at the same time, I cannot lose sight of 
the fact that it is essential that the form of 
Government in India should be made 
suitable to the habits and conformable 
tothe wishes of the people. The pre- 
sent system, I am convinced, is con- 
ducted in a way which takes it more 
and more out of touch with the feelings 
of the Natives, and I hope it will be the 
work of a Royal Commission thoroughly 
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to search into the whole subject of Indian 
Government, because nothing less than 
a Royal Commission will satisfy their 
aspirations, and it, too, must consist 
partly of Natives, For my own part, I 
believe that. such a Commission would 
bring to light many grievances which 
few persons in this country are at all 
aware of. Finally, I have to thank the 
Committee for permitting me to make 
these remarks, and to say that they are 
uttered in the interest of England as 
well as of India; that I have en- 
deavoured to follow the pole star of 
justice, and with the sole object of 
uniting the two countries by the in- 
dissoluble bonds of affection. 

Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Manches- 
ter, N.E.): I did not intend to address 
the Committee to-night ; but, my recent 
service haying made me conversant 
with the system of administration in 
India, I feel that I cannot allow some 
remarks of the hon. Member who has 
just sat down to pass by without com- 
ment. The hon. Gentleman has brought 
a long bill of indictment against the 
Government of India, But, Sir, a little 
knowledge is a dangerous thing, and 
knowledge obtained during a short tour 
in India is extremely dangerous to gene- 
ralize upon. I think that those sitting 
below the hon, Member must be sur- 
prised at the fiscal doctrines he has 
picked up, and feel that in this case, at 
any rate, wisdom has not come from the 
East. The hon, Member thinks that 
a great injustice has been done to the 
people of India by ceasing to tax their 
foreign trade.. Now, one doctrine of 
the Liberal Party was that a tax upon 
import trade falls on the consumer ; and 
therefore, if he holds the principles of 
the Party with which he acts, he should 
perceive that taxes on imported goods 
were a burden on the people of India. 
Now, I am ready to admit that the 
taking off of the duties on imported 
goods, especially cotton, which formed 
the staple manufacture sent to India, 
was unpopular. There is no doubt 
about that; but I think the hon. Mem- 
ber’s friends will tell him that that only 
shows the not very high degree of fiscal 
science at which the Natives of India 
had arrived, because if they knew as 
much of that as we do ourselves they 
would know that a great stimulus has 
been given to the commercial prosperity 
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of the country by the abolition of the | bear an exceptional expenditure, such 
duties in question. Thehon. Gentleman | as charges, for famine relief and war 
has given us a chapter on the poverty | charges to the extent of £56,000,000, 
of India, a frequent topic, whieh will be | while it has invested in public works 
discussed to the end. No doubt, the | £106,000,000. There is no getting over 
people of India are poor; their incomes | these figures. The hon. Gentleman has 
are small in comparison with others, | talked of the poverty of the Natives as 
but so are their necessary expenses. In compared with that of other people. He 
stating that there were cases of Natives | spoke of them as being half-clad, and 
having 20 rupees to live upon fora year, | appeared to forget that the climate re- 
I think the hen: Member would have | quired them to be thinly clothed. [ 
been more correct if he had said 20 will only remark on that subject that if 
rupees a nionth. Again, he allowed | you were to tell a Native of India that 
himself to fall into the extraordinary he was a miserable, half-starved wretch, 
mistake of measuring the value of the | because he had only a loin cloth on 
rupee to the Natives by the rate of ex- | when he went to till his land, he would 
change; the Native’s income is not tobe | laugh at you. Then the hon. Member 
measured by that, because the value of | said that nearly all the people were in 
his rupee is just the same as it was to| debt. That is a very general statement, 
him before. Tt is only when they come | It was calculated 35 years ago that one- 
to ‘purchase foreign articles that the | third of the tenantry in the Deccan, 
difference is felt. The rate of exchange | which is the poorest part of India, were 
has nothing to do with the people in | in this position ; but we have had occa- 
India in the sense in which the hon. | sion to make careful inquiry into this 
Member uses it when he complains of matter with regard to the working of the 
the depreciation of silver being a tax on | Agricultural Relief Actin the Deccan, and 
the pepete. I think he is in error; he | withtheresult that not morethan one-filth 
should not regard it as an evil to them, | of the tenantry were found to be in debt. 


because in reality it is a benefit, and| The Committee will recollect that the 
enables them to export goods at an en-! worst famine year was 1876-7, when, in 
hanced profit to their country. Itouch | spite of all the Government could do, 


now on the silver question, into which | there was a large loss of life; but even 
the hon. Gentleman rushed with such | then there was only 10 per cent. of the 
confidence, although it has puzzled many, | Land Revenue not paid up. Then, it is 
and I do not think it is quite so easily | altogether untrue that the land assess- 
disposed of as isimagined. Although it! ment has increased to the extent of any- 
is quite true that money remitted from | thing like 25 or 30 percent. The whole 
Tnidia is subject to loss in exchange, | inerease of assessment in the Deccan has 
yet the manufactures in India have | been 17 per cent in 20 years, and when 
gained by it. Were the loss by ex-|I left India in 1885 there was only 
change relieved by the institution of a! } per cent of the whole Land Revenue 
double currency, on the other hand taxa- |of India in arrear. Therefore, I think 
tion must be increased on account of the | the hon. Gentleman has greatly exag- 
artifieially enhanced value of the rupee. | gerated the position of the people with 
So that it is a moot point whether India| regard to land assessment. As to the 
would gain or lose by the institution of | allegation that money is intercepted be- 
bi-metallism ; and the hon. Gentleman | tween the taxpayers and the Govern- 
would have us believe, even in the face! ment, I do not believe it. The hon. 
of the admirable statement of the Under Gentleman has heard of black-mail being 
Secretary of State, that the deficits which | got; so have I, and I have done some- 
have so far predominated, have had a/ thing to put it down; but black-mail is 
crushing effectin India. I was struck) not in connection with Revenue collec- 
last year, and am now, with the fallacies | tion, but with land assessment. In 
on this subject of hon. Gentlemen who | arranging the assessment subordinates 
have very little acquaintance with India. | are apt to tell people that they will re- 
I find that for the last-12 years the} port the land as being of such-and-such 
Debt of India has been increased by | value unless they are given a certain sum 
£49,000,000, but while it has so in- | of money, and, no doubt, something of 
creased taxation has been reduced by | thatkind has gone on. It is the Natives, 
£20,000,000 ; ‘and India has had to! however, who are concerned in it, foral- 
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though I have received hundreds of 
charges of injustice by Natives, I have 
never had one before me by a European 
official. The hon. Member says that 
increase of trade is no proof of the in- 
crease of prosperity in the country. 
Well, then, I do not know what is. He 
says it is proved that the country is 
suffering from British rule, because the 
exports are greater than the imports. 
Why, Sir, that is the very reverse of 
what is said by a large section of persons 
in this country. I say that an excess of 
exports over imports is, according to 
their ideas, a proof of prosperity. I 
am aware that even this rests on a 
fallacy; but, however that may be, 
the increase of prosperity is beyond all 
doubt. In the first 30 years of the set- 
tlement, in eight selected sub-divisions, 
we find that cultivation had increased 
from 915,000 acres to 950,000 acres, and 
that land was found to be selling ata 
price very largely exceeding the assess- 
ment. ‘The hon. Member says that the 
money which comes to England is a drain 
upon the country; but, I ask, has not 
India received the value of that money 
in capital invested, in articles purchased, 
or in services rendered? ‘Then, with 


regard to the sale of spirits being stimu- 


lated by the Government, the hon. 
Member has fallen into a great fal- 
lacy. These things are read in Native 
newspapers; but I deny their truth. 
It was my business in India to see that 
this was not done in my Province—that 
the people were not tempted to drink 
spirits. by the agency of the Govern- 
ment. The people will drink spirits ; it 
has been the fashion in some localities 
to do so from time immemorial, and 
they say they must drink them to keep 
off fever. They distil spirits from grain 
and other materials in their own houses ; 
but the Excise is regulated as highly as 
the article will bear, as in England, and 
the number of public-houses is kept 
down to the lowest point. As to Euro- 
pean officials, if you want to govern the 
people upon English principles, you must 
have a considerable number of English 
officials ; but. you must remember that 
no man can be appointed to a post of 
more than 200 rupees a-month unless 
he is a Native of India, or unless he 
enters through the open door of Civil 
Service examination.. The object of the 
Government now is that one out of every 
six Civil servants, should, be.a Native, 
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You must introduce changes gra- 
dually. _The hon. Member sree of 
men being admiited to the Civil Service 
by examination in India, Why, Sir, 
that is exactly what is. done; and ev: 
year a number of Natives are so ad- 
mitted. I say it is surprising that hon. 
Gentlemen will these statements 
to the House., Then the hon.. Member 
speaks of a policy of annexation; but 
there has been no annexation to India 
since 1838. . There have been many 
temptations to annexations; but some 
aunexations the Government have ac- 
tually resigned, though they had been 
previously detezmined upon, as in the 
case of Mysore, and some they have re- 
sisted, as in the case of Baroda, These 
things are well known in India, and it 
is only attempting to resuscitate an old 
buried grievance to say that the Govern- 
ment of India offends the Natives by 
annexations. We are stimulating the 
Princes to educate themselves up to 
European standards, and to deserve the 
confidence that the Government of India 
reposes.in them. I must say, that if 
there is nothing more to be said against 
the Government than we have been told 
to-night, the Government of India may 
rest content, and rely upon the approval 
of the people of this country. 

Mr. LIONEL COHEN (Paddington, 
N.): The Committee has listened to 
eloquent speeches from hon. and right 
hon. Gentlemen who have been con- 
nected with India by ties of service in 
India itself, or in the India Office at 
home, I can make no such claim to 
the attention of the Committee; but 
L can assure the Committee that the 
length of the observations with which I 
shall trouble it will be measured by the 
same proportion as my experience bears 
to that which these Gentlemen have been 
able to bring to bear on the question, I 
shall deal with a few points connected 
with the finance of the country ; and ina 
financial debate I may claim, I think, a 
little attention to the observations I shall 
offer in.refutation of the statement that 
the finances of India are in a condition 
to cause grave paniety Iam, of course, 
unable to speak with the authority of 
the right hon..Gentleman below me (Sir 
James Fergusson) as to the general 
position of affairs in India itself; but I 
do feel myself qualified to use, in reply 
to the hon, Gentleman the Member for 
Flintshire (Mr. 8. Smith), the same ob- 
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servation as was used by the right hon. 
Gentleman—namely, that there is no- 
thing in the financial condition of India, 
so far as we can see it in Europe, which 
should inspire us not only with grave 
anxiety, but with any anxiety at all. It 
seems astonishing to me that, in the 
consideration of this question to-night, 
there should have been one important 
and yital factor connected with the 
finances of India utterly lost sight of. I 
believe that India is the only country in 
the world which can borrow without in- 
creasing taxation. At this time, when 
the interest on Debt is falling through- 
out the world, when Governments are 
able to reduce the interest on their Debts 
—one State after another, and year. by 
year—the Government of India is in the 
fortunate position of owing five-sixths of 
its foreign Debt in a Stock speedily 
maturing—namely, £53,400,000 out of 
£65,000,000 to this country at 4 per 
cent, and which falls due in 1888, or 


within two years of the present time. | 


At the end of two years, then, it would 
be in the. power of the Government 
of India, assuming that, financially 
speaking, circumstances remain as they 
are now, and if, as a prudent Govern- 
ment, they take advantage of the con- 


dition of things prevailing, and of the 


existing price of money, I say the Go- 
vernment of India will be actually in a 

osition to reduce the interest on its 

ebt, and to effect an economy which will 
enable it to borrow £9,000,000, and yet 
the charge on the Indian taxpayer will 
remain just the same as it is at the 
present moment. In spite of this cir- 
cumstance, hon. Gentlemen opposite say 
the finances of India are in a condition 
to cause grave anxiety. I should like 
them to point out any other country in 
the world which is so well situated as to 
be able to borrow £9,000,000 without 
adding to the burdens of the country. 
There is another question on which eco- 
nomy is practicable, and which I may 
be permitted to look at with some degree 
of paternal fondness, inasmuch as I 
endeavoured, before I had the honour 
of a seat in this House, to press it 
upon the country. I did so last year; 
it was the manner in which the Govern- 
ment of India has borrowed money 
for the purpose of constructing Indian 
railways. ” all their undertakings, 
if possible—certainly in the future— 
I do not desire that they should abolish 
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the system of leasing railways to dif- 
ferent private Companies. I hold that 
for the Government of India to centra- 
lize in its own hands the administra- 
tion of all railways in India would be 
a great mistake, as it would have the 
effect of taking away the incentive to 
private enterprize in India. I en 
deavoured, before I had. a seat in’ this 
House, by favour of successive Under 
Secretaries, to enforce upon the Govern- 
ment of India the lesson that they should 
borrow money in the cheapest market 
and provide the Railway Companies 
with it themselves. They have been 
exonerated in this debate from the 
charge of paying more than the 
market rate; but they have not been 
exonerated. from the charge of going 
about the market in a clumsy manner. 
If in these transactions they had 
gone about the borrowing of money in 
& proper way, and as the Under Secre- 
tary of State seemed inclined to go about 
it recently, they would have saved a 
large sum during the past 12 months 
on railways, not a very enormous sum, 
but a sum which should have amounted 
to £30,000 or £40,000. a-year. Not- 
withstanding the difficulties that have 
been before us during the last fortnight 
since the Dissolution loomed in view, the 
Bill on this question might have been 
introduced and passed. It could have 
been claimed for it that it was non- 
contentious; for, wherever the credit of 
the Government was to be used, it would 
have enabled that credit te be used in 
the cheapest possible manner. I very 
much regret that the Bill has not 
been passed on the subject, follow- 
ing the Resolution which authorized 
its introduction, because I . believe 
it could have been carried very easily 
before the Dissolution, and that it 
would have been found to work very 
satisfactorily. There is another point ia 
which I cannot help thinking. that 
previous Secretaries are not free from 
blame. It appears to me that there is 
not sufficient of that rigour and vigour 
in apportioning the expenditure be- 
tween the Mother Country and India 
that there ought to be; and that there 
is adisposition to put upon India’ cer- 
tain charges which, in other Depart- 
ments, are borne by this country. I 
think it unfair, because the Indian 


people have not a direct voice in’ this: 


House, that their:interests should not be 
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looked after as well as if they were able 
to look after them themselves. There 
is not sufficient of that Spartan rigour 
in apportioning the expenditure between 
the Home and Indian Governments 
which I should like to see. It seems 
to me an anomaly that India should be 
taxed to pay the expenses of the staff 
of the Secretary of State and Under 
Secretary of State, when we do not re- 

uire a single Colony to bear the charge 
or the Secretary and Under Secretary 
for the Colonies, or of any other Depart- 
ments, If we look at the Estimates before 
us we shall find an item of £187,000 
for the India Office: We charge India 
with the whole of the Red Sea telegraph 
expenses, and a certain arbitrary pro- 
portion of the expenses of Her Majesty’s 
ships in Eastern waters—ships which 
would be just as much in existence, and 
used in just the same manner for the 
defence of our Colonies in these seas, if 
India did not belong to us. We charge 
India a certain proportion of the cost of 
the Missions in Persia and China, and 
various parts of the world from’ which 
India, as a part of the Imperial State, 
would have to be defended, if necessary, 
without a subvention from any country. 
We charge her a paltry sum as part of 
the expenses of the Indian Oollection at 
South Kensington—a collection which I 
daresay is never inspected by a single 
Hindoo in the course of the year. This 
financial system of carrying on the Indian 
Governmentisaltogether a eg andun- 
fair one to the Indian people; and I think 
we should have some reason assigned 
why there is this divergence in the course 
pursued with regard to India— especially 
in regard to the salaries of the high 
officials who from England administer 
the country—from the course pursued in 
connection with the Colonies. The next 
question I come to is one on which I 
shall only ‘briefly touch, though it is an 
important one—namely, the so-called 
silver question. 


sistent to give my opinion on this sub- 
ject, seeing that I am a Member of the 
Royal Commission which has sat to ‘in- 
vestigate the matter, and that the Report 
of that Commission has not been pub- 
lished.. The Report has, however, now 
been noticed in the Public Press, though 


notyetpublished. There hasbeenalarge 
amount of evidence taken; which will, 
no doubt, ia the course of'a few days be 


| Joxe d1)! 1866} 





I have not felt, up to’ 
the present time, that it would be con- | 
| step in and interfere. 
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laid upon the Tableof the House; ‘and 
it certainly bears out the statement that 
the right hon. Gentleman below me (Sir 
Jamés Fergusson) has made, that ‘the 
purchasing power of silver in India has 
remained unaffected by the changes that 
have taken place. Nevertheless, I look 
on ‘this question, as far as‘ the finances 
of India are concerned, with the greatest 
possible appréhension.’ Tt ‘is possible, 
and until last year I thought it certain, 
believing as I do that this enormous de- 
preciation ‘in’ the value of silver is the 
result more of sentiment than of ‘actual 
glut, that the depreciation and the con- 
sequent apprehension would pass away, 
as similar but less important fluctuations 
that have taken place in‘the price’ of 
silver have passed away before. But 
the feeling of uneasiness has grown to a 
much greater extent than one would 
have thought possible; and just as you 
have seen in former periods of monetary 
crises in this country it may be neces- 
sary for the Government to stép in and 
even—I was going to say break a funda- 
méntal law, but that is ‘a term ‘pro- 
seribed in this House—interfere ‘with 
an important measure for the preserva- 
tion of the commerce of the coun- 
try. What I fear is that the Natives of 
India, who can read just as well as we 
can the different discussions that take 
place in this House ‘as to the prospects 
of silver, may feel that the danger they 
are running is very great—that those 
who have been led to produce in ‘in- 
creasing quantities, and to bring their 
produce to market, may, in a moment of 
fright, feeling that the exchange that 
they receive for their commodities is 
diminishing in value, at first, perhaps, 
hoard their produce, ‘and then endea- 
vour to find an outlet for the silver they 
havein the markets of the ‘world, that 
they will not only cease to absorb silver, 
but will try to sell it. In this way'you 
might produce such a convulsion as would 
compel the countries of the world, for the 
preservation of their own business life, to 
A danger of this 
kind prudent statesmen would deal with 
beforeit arises, instead of pipet tH 
do so after the worst has happened. We 
know perfectly well that the consump- 
tion of the metal in the East has been 
absolutely larger than the production 
during the last decade, and that the 
evils we are suffering from now are 
those that arisé from Stocks that are © 
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thrown upon Indiafromthedemonetizing | Finally, Iam quite sure that the finances 
countries, and there may be no end to | of India do not deserve the imputations 
these evils without some precautionary | that have been cast upon them in the 
legislation. I trust that the subject will | course of this debate, and that it is 
be immediately and specially lanuieed | utterly unfair to suppose that the Indian 
into, with a view to seeing how far foreign | Government is administered, as has been 
countries will join us in an attempt to | stated, like a gigantic Juggernaut 
deal with the question of silver deprecia- squeezing the life out of the people of 
tion. If something is not done I fear the country. 
that India will continue to absorb, as, Sir ROBERT FOWLER (London): 
she has commenced to do, an ever- The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
increasing quantity of gold, to the down has made one remark to which I 
serious detriment of Western Europe. | wish to draw the attention of hon. Gen- 
It is, however, too large a question to | tlemen opposite and the Committee. He 
go into at this hour of the night, and to | has alluded toa point that I often heard 
exhaust now in all its bearings. Leaving | argued by one whose loss we all de- 
that subject there are several matters of plore—I mean the late Mr. Fawcett. He 
detail upon which the Under Secretary | has alluded to the fact that a large num- 
may be congratulated on this fitting | ber of charges that ought to be borne by 
opportunity—changes which have been the Imperial Revenue are borne by the 
made in the Accounts. Ijoininthe hope | Revenues of India. There is a great 
that it may be possible to make in the | temptation—and I do not refer to the 
future fewer changes in the circum- | present but to all Governments—on 
stances under which the Indian Ac- | the part of the Government to put 
counts are presented to us; still, I do | charges on the Indian Exchequer which 
hope that where such financial blots as | ought to be borne by us; because it is 
are here discernible do occur that the | known that whatever is shoved on to 
hon. Gentleman opposite (Mr. Stafford | ‘the Indian Budget will only be dis- 
Howard), or his Successor, will have the | cussed in a desultory conversation. The 
courage not to be deterred from carry- | late Mr. Fawcett, whose authority was 
ing out useful changes. During this | very great, not only with those who take 
debate I heard an hon. Gentleman op- | an interest in these questions, but in the 
posite (Sir George Campbell) make what House generally, always argued that 
I felt to be an undeserved attack upon | ‘there were a large number of items 
a valued friend of mine—Mr. Moore— | which ought justly to be put on the Im- 
whose acquaintance I only made in the | perial Revenues which were charged to 
course of my last year’s experience, but the Indian Revenues. I do hope that 
whom I have known long enough to ap- | that subject will attract ths attention of 
preciate as an able and honourable man. the hon. Gentleman opposite (Mr. Staf- 
Sirk GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- ford Howard). I know this is not a 
caldy, &c.): I did not make an attack popular thing to urge on an Indian Mi- 
upon that gentleman. | nister ; but I think that where there are 
Mr. LIONEL COHEN: Yes; it was | charges which should be borne by our 
an attack. /own Revenues we should put them on 
Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL: I only | them. The hon. Gentleman opposite (Mr. 
inquired as to the circumstances under | 8. Smith) alluded to a good many of the 
which he had received the appointment | grievances of India. He has paid great 
of Secretary to the noble Lord (Lord | attention to them, and has travelled 
Randolph Churchill), and under which | through the country itself. I know he 
he was allowed a pension of £800 a-year | is liable to the charge of the hon. Gen- 
on retiring from the India Office. tleman near me (Mr. Maclean) of having 
Mr. LIONEL COHEN: I am not only paid a wandering visit to India. | 
aware of all the circumstances; but I am in the same position myself. I know 
know it was with great reluctance that that when one has only paid a rapid 
Mr. Moore left the service of the Indian | visit to a country one ought not to bring 
Council, and that he had nothing to do | one’s knowledge forward as worthy of 
with the institution of the changes particular attention, except when one 
which preceded his resignation. I say has come into contact with gentlemen 
that none of these circumstances reflect who are capable of imparting valuable 
against him in the smallest degree. information and instruction. Now, we 


Mr. Lionel Vohen 
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have in this House, I am glad to say, 
many hon. Gentlemen who can give us 
information as to India. There are 
my right hon. Friend near me (Sir 
James Fergusson); the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Worcestershire (Sir 
Richard Temple); the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Oldham (Mr. Maclean) ; 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Hackney (Sir Lewis Pelly) ; and others. 
From these we can probably learn as 
much about India in London as we 
could in Caleutta; but their conversa- 
tion does not leave the same impression 
upon us as does conversation with the 
authorities we meet out in India, when 
one’s whole attention is concentrated 
upon Indian subjects. I cannot, to the 
full extent, agree with hon. Gentlemen 
as to the poverty of the people of India. 
We know they are very poor; but com- 
pare them with the Japanese. You find 


{Juxx 21, 1886} 


| position. 


( Revenue ‘Gants. 150 


European Power, probably Russia. In 
either case the Natives would look back 
with great regret to the days when Eng- 
land ruled over them. They have never 
been as well ruled as they have been 
by England. The argument of the hon. 
| Member( Mr. 8. Smith)is that the poverty 
_ of the people constitutes a charge against 
| the Government of India; but, Sir, it 
| seemsto me that it is entirely the reverse. 

India has enjoyed a long period of peace, 





_ and peace is the source of prosperity in 
all countries. Under the oppression of 


the Mahrattas, when there was no safety 


for life or property, the population of 


India decreased ; but that condition of 
things has been swept away; we have 


| given them peace, and the population 
'has increased. 


At the same time, I 
cannot but feel that the Revenues of 
India are not altogether in a satisfactory 
I refer to the three main 


the Japanese grouped in the same way | sources of Revenue—Opium, Land Tax, 
as you find the people of India. They | and Salt. I will not discuss opium, 
are a very poor people; but we know | because we had earlier in the Session 
that in the history of the world no- la debate on the subject, the result 


| 


thing has been more remarkable than | of which showed that the House did 
the way in which the Japanese have | not wish to make any change. Looking 
developed within the last quarter of | at the fact that 40 Members were not 
a century. No part of the history of | willing to listen to the debate, I think 
the world has been more remarkable | we had a clear indication of the feel- 


than that affecting the Japanese. Some ing of the House on that occasion. I 
of the evidences of poverty that one | think we must feel that the Land Re- 
meets with are not such real evidences | venue is as high as it ought to be. My 
of poverty as bon. Gentlemen seem | hon. Friend(Mr.S.Smith)seems to think 
to think. As for the question of taxa- | that thechanges in the assessment were a 
tion in India, I always feel that this isa | great grievance; but, on the other 
subject which ought to attract the | hand, I cannot but feel that the popula- 
deepest attention here. We cannot but tion after the permanent settlement was 
feel that the people of India are not | less heavily taxed in Bengal than in the 
represented here, and that, therefore, parts of India to which that settlement 
every Indian grievance ought to be does notapply—the population of Bengal 
most attentively considered—whether it | hasnothing like the taxation thatisborne 
be a real grievance from our point of |in Madras. With regard to the Salt 
view or not. There is this to the con- Tax, I think that if we were able to see 
sidered—and I am glad we know that | our way to make a reduction in this, it 
the feeling of the people of Bengal is | would be satisfactory to every Member 
very much the feeling of the whole} of the House. I am convinced of one 
of the people of India. They are a_ thing, and that is that we all feel that it 
people who, before we went to India, | is undesirable to raise taxation, so to 
were much more oppressed than they speak, from the life-blood of the country 
have been since. _ I think it will be ad- | on articles of necessity used by the bulk 
mitted that these people have been much of the people; and it seems to me that 
better governed by England than they the arguments which Cobden used 40 
were by the Mahommedan dynasties years ago against the Corn Laws apply 
which formerly existed. If we lost | with great force against the Salt Tax. If, 
India, either one of two things would | then, any change is possible, I say that 
happen—either another Mahommedan | anything which the Government can do 
Power would swoop down upon the | in that direction will be a Prat source 
country, or it would be annexed by an | of satisfaction to Members of this House 
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The hon. Member ite(Mr.S. Smith) 
seems to think Sot teonid be an advan- 
tage in having a bi-metallic coinage. But 
it seems to me that, gold and silver being 
articles of commerce of varying value, 
you cannot make any connection be- 
tween them, and that, therefore, it would 
be useless to legislate in that direction. 
Mr. EVERETT (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): I have listened with interest 
to the debate which has taken place, 
and wish to say a few words on a sub- 
ject of which we have heard a good deal 
to-night—namely, the fall in the value 
of silver. My mind, while I have been 
listening to what has been said as to the 
effect of that fall on the prosperity of 
India, has been exercised in consider- 
ing what has been its effect on the pros- 
perity of England. I belong to the 
agricultural class. In the present Par- 
liament I have heard the subject of 
agricultural depression discussed again 
and again; and when we remember 
what has been so forcibly brought before 
us to-night, as to the effect which the 
depreciation of silver has on everything 
exported from India to England, I think 
we may find in that the key to what has 
brought depression upon the people of 
this country. It appears that upon every 
£1 worth of goods sent from India the 
producer receives a bonus of 20 per cent, 
and to this extent English producers 
are handicapped. Inthe Eastern Coun- 
ties, from which I come, it is heart- 
rending to see the state into which agri- 
culture has fallen. Land is going out 
of cultivation; it is producing nothing 
to the owner; farmers are drifting into 
bankruptcy; and if it be true, as we 
have heard to-night, that silver is likely 
to undergo further depreciation, the 
consequences will be serious indeed to 
the agricultural population of these 
Islands. Although I speak of agricul- 
tural depression, with which, as a farmer, 
I am best acquainted, I presume that de- 
pression in other branches of trade may 
be traced partly to the same source. I[ 
understood the hon. Gentleman opposite 


to say that every fall in the value of | 


silver meant a fall in the price of com- 
modities ; and, that being so, the expla- 
nation of the depression ia this country 
is perfectly clear. It would seem to 
follow that one way of restoring the 
prosperity we enjoyed formerly is equally 
simple and plain, and that is that we 


{COMMONS} 








minting of silver that used to be en- 
joyed in European countries down to a 
recent date. 

Tue CHAIRMAN: I am afraid the 
hon. Gentleman is now travelling from 
the Question before the Committee. 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. Srarrorp 
Howarp) (Gloucester, Thornbury): I 
shall now endeavour to answer as shortly 
as possible some of the questions put in 
the course of this debate. The noble 
Lord (Lord Randolph Churchill) com- 
menced his speech by expressing his 
strong hope that the changes caused by 
an alteration of the system of Accounts 
will not occur again; but, if the noble 
Lord were in his place, I should have 
reminded him that the-alteration is one 
which he himself authorized when in 
Office by a despatch sent to the Indian 
Government. The noble Lord referred 
to another ee on the subject of 
reduction of Provincial expenditure, 
and asked if there had been any reply 
to it. I do not know whether any 
reply has been received; but I may 
point out that the time for arranging 
with the Provincial Governments will 
be in the spring of next year; and, 
consequently, the Government will ab- 
stain from any action in the matter 
until the time arrives. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Kirkcaldy (Sir George Camp- 
bell) complained of the practice or the 
power often exercised of taking a por- 
tion of the balances in the hands of the 
Provincial Governments; and he men- 
tioned the fact that he had been very 
economical in his government, and that 
the balances he had saved were taken 
by the Indian Government; and he went 
on to say that he hoped that the extra- 
vagant Establishments of Madras and 
Bombay would be put a stop to. Well, 
Sir, I hope, if those Governments are 
extravagant, that when the time comes 
the question will be formally raised, and 
that steps will be taken to put them on a 
better basis. With regard to the taking 
of the balances of the Provincial Govern- 
ments, I think it only fair that, when a 
crisis arrives, they should be called upon 
to contribute a small sum to the Impe- 
rial Expenditure of the country. Then 
the noble Lord asks whether the small 
surplus of £182,000 has not already 
been swallowed up by the fall in ex- 
change for the rupee? I stated that, 


should restore the right of the free| apart from that fall, the Government 


Sir Robert Fowler 
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that their Budget Estimates 
would be realized; but it is stated, in a 
despatch from the Viceroy, that if the 
fall continued the deficit would have to 
be made good by the Indian Govern- 
ment. As to the location of the Govern- 
ment at Simla, I believe that what has 
appeared in the newspapers on this 
subject is an entire mistake. There is 
no official communication on the subject; 
but I understand that the suggestion 
is that some Departments of the Govern- 
ment Offices which were taken up there 
shall be allowed to remain during the 
year. The question, however, has not 
come before the Secretary of State ; and, 
therefore, Iam unable to say anything 
further upon it. The noble Lord asks 
about the ruby mines and petroleum 
springs in Upper Burmah. I regret that 
I have no information at present on 
the subject of the latter, and I am not 
aware if it has been particularly men- 
tioned in the despatches we have re- 
ceived; but, with regard to the ruby 
mines, it is an error to say that any 
reference has been made to a French 
Syndicate. I believe that some arrange- 
ment is under consideration to place the 
matter in the hands of Mr. Streeter; 
but he does not intend to hand the 
management over to a French Syndi- 
cate, whatever arrangement may be 
arrived at. With regard to the criti- 
cisms on the terms granted to the Indian 
Midland Railway Company, the hon. 
Member for North Paddington (Mr. 
Lionel Cohen), who is undoubtedly a 
financial authority, has explained that 
it would have been impossible for the 
Government to obtain better terms than 
they did. Let me here refer to the Bill 
of which the hon. Gentleman spoke, and, 
at the same time, give him credit for 
the origination of the measure which 
was drafted to carry out his views. I 
regret that the Bill was not proceeded 
with, because I think there was time to 
have passed it. But, as it is, I believe 
it will be taken up again, and that the 
result will be that in future we shall be 
able to raise money on better terms to 
supply the requirements of Guaranteed 
Railways. The hon. Memberalso pointed 
out that the Government of India would 
be in a position by the means indicated 
to borrow in a short time, if they chose 
to do so, £9,000,000, without, in reality, 
adding to the burdens of the country. 
The other point to which he referred 


158 
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by the hon. Baronet on 
the opposite Bench (Sir Robert Fowler), 
who dealt with the proportion of Indian 
Expenditure which ought to be borne 
by this country. I think those remarks 
would be better addressed to the 
Finance Minister of this country, be- 
cause [ am sure that the Government of 
India would never object to expense 
being taken off their shoulders and put 
upon the people of this country. The 
hon. Member for Flintshire (Mr. 8. 
Smith), in an exhaustive speech, de- 
seribed to us the condition of India as it 
presented itself to him after one visit. 
In the first place, he dealt largely with 
what he called the very serious increase 
of expenditure that was going on. But 
I am bound to say, both with regard to 
the article he wrote and his speech, that 
the hon. Member seems to me to have 
himself satisfactorily explained the 
larger proportion of the increased ex- 
penditure on which he dwells. I must 
remind the hon. Member that in every 
growing and improving country there 
must be growth of expenditure. But, 
although expenditure on those condi- 
tions is bound to increase, it does not, of 
course, follow that the Government has 
a right to be extravagant, or that in 
this instance the Government of India 
ought not to exercise the greatest dis- 
cretion. But I wish to remind my hon. 
Friend that a sum larger than £1,500,000 
is every year invested from the Re- 
venues of India in public works, and in 
that way you will find that £5,000,000 
more have been invested than the sum 
he mentioned as the net deficit in the 
Accounts of recent years. With re- 
gard to the value of silver, the right 
hon. Member for North-East Man- 
chester (Sir James Fergusson) called 
the attention of the hon. Member for 
Flintshire to the information he had, 
which, as far as my knowledge » goes, I 
am able to confirm, that the ue of 
the rupee in India is the same as it was 
before the fall in exchange took place; 
and, therefore, the income of some of 
the Natives, which the hon. Member 
stated to be as low as 40 rupees, is re- 
presented by more than 30s. as he sup- 
posed. But I cannot go further into 
that subject now. I will only say in 
conclusion that, whilst many interesting 

uestions have been raised upon which 
i should like to have said something, I 


was taken u 


feel that the patience of the Committee 
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is exhausted. While I do not wish to 
appear as a great optimist, I do not, on 
the other hand, desire to run into the 
opposite extreme; and, looking at the 
great remissions of taxation the Indian 
Government made about the years 1881 
and 1882, looking to the steady progress 
of the Revenue of the country, to the 
great reduction that has been made in 
the uncovered Debt, to the steady in- 
crease in the return from public works, 
and to the way in which the Indian Go- 
vernment has met the recent crisis, I 
think the position of Indian finance is 
not nearly so bad as my hon. Friend 
would have you believe, and with that 
statement I ask the Committee to agree 
to the Resoluticen. 

Resolved, That it appears, by the Accounts 
laid before this House, that the Total Revenue 
of India for the year ending the 31st day of 
March 1885 was £70,690,681; that the Total 
Expenditure in India and in England charged 
to Revenue was £71,077,127; that there was 
an exeess of Expenditure over Revenue of 
£386,446, and that the Capital Outlay on Rail- 
ways and Irrigation Works was £4,226,613, 
besides a Capital Charge of £1,314,746 in con- 
nection with the Purchase of the Eastern 


Bengal Railway, and in the Redemption of 
Liabilities. 
Resolution agreed to; to be reported 


upon Thursday. 


MUNICIPAL FRANCHISE (IRELAND) 
BILL.—[Brt1 9.} 

(Mr. James O’Brien, Mr. Timothy Harrington, 
Mr. Richard Power, Mr. Mayne, Mr. 
Peter M‘ Donald.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed; 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


Mr. LEWIS (Londonderry): I think 
we are entitled to know what is the view 
of Her Majesty’s Government with re- 
ference to this Bill. I need hardly say 
that it is a measure of serious import- 
ance, and it is difficult to believe that it 
is intended to be taken now, and at this 
period of the Session. Surely the Go- 
vernment will not allow the Bill to be 
dealt with under the circumstances. 

Toe SECRETARY ro rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Heyry H. Fowzer) (Wol- 
verhampton, E.): I appeal to the hon. 
Member in charge of the Bill to con- 
sider whether it is advisable to proceed 
with it. Whatever may happen to the 
Bill in this House, it will have to go to 

Mr. Stafford Howard 
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the House of Lords, where’it would pro- 
bably giveriseto considerable discussion; 
and, looking at all the cireumstances, I 
think it would be impossible that it 
should pass into law this Session. I 
suggest that the Bill should be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.) : The Lords 
have enjoyed the luxury of throwing 
out this Bill every year, and I suggest 
that we should give them another oppor- 
tunity of dealing with it. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes 66; Noes 
17 : Majority 49.—( Div. List, No. 141.) 


Bill considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 (Short title of Act). 


Mr. BRODRICK (Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I rise to move, Sir, that you do 
now report Progress. I do so for the 
purpose of calling attention to the very 
singular position in which we are placed 
by the hon. Gentleman representing the 
Government who spoke on the Motion 
for going into Committee, and informed 
the House that we were entering upon 
an absolutely futile proceeding. Well, 
Sir, the hon. Gentleman (Mr. Henry H. 
Fowler), having declared that it was a 
waste of time to go on with the Bill, 
then proceeded to vote for going into 
Committee—that is to say, he voted for 
wasting the time of Parliament and en- 
tering on an absolutely futile proceed- 
ing. I ask whether the Government 
intend at this hour to enter on an im- 
portant measure like this under the 
circumstances which the hon. Gentleman 
has described ? I am quite aware that a 
large number of Gentlemen representing 
Irish constituencies are in their places; 
but I would point out that the remain- 
ing Business on the Paper is of a kind 
which we ought to be anxious to bring 
to a practical issue, in order to prevent 
further loss of Bills occurring by any 
action of the other Chamber. For these 
reasons I trust the Motion I am about 
to make will be agreed to, so that we 
may not be put to the farce of discuss- 
ing a measure in detail which, as the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Treasury has told us, cannot possibly 
become law. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘ That the Chairman do report , seen 
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and ask leave: to sit again.” —(Jfr. 
Brodrick.) 

Tae SECRETARY ro tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowrer) ( Wol- 
verhampton, E.): I simply stated the 
facts, and the position in which the Bill 
stood; it is, of course, for the Com- 
mittee to come to a decision upon those 
facts. I may state that my sympathy is 
entirely with this Bill, and my hope is 
to see it pass into law, although, as I 
have said, there are great difficulties in 
the way of its doing so this Session. As 
I have pointed out, the Committee will 
form their own conclusion on the sub- 
ject. I do not see that there are many 
Amendments on the Paper; and, sup- 
posing that the Bill passes through 
Committee, the Report stage can only 
be reached on Thursday. I need not 
go through the other stages that have 
to be taken, but will merely say that I 
should like the division to be a proof 
that this House is in favour of the Bill, 
and that the Government, who have 
been in favour of the Bill all along, are 
not to blame if it does not become law 
this Session. 

Mr. LEWIS (Londonderry): The 


position which the Government have 


taken up with regard to this Bill I re- 
gard only as another instance of their 
submission to the Home Rule Party; 
and I venture to say that no Member of 
this House has ever had experience of 
anything of the kind that has happened 
to-night. The hon. Gentleman the Se- 
cretary to the Treasury has told the 
Committee that it is absolutely impos- 
sible that the Bill can go any further 
and become law this Session; and, al- 
though there is active and important 
Business on the Paper that we are all 
anxious should be brought to an issue, 
we are expected to waste our time and 
the few remaining days of the Session 
in discussing the Fotails of this measure. 
I repeat that the Government are con- 
tinuing to do what they have been doing 
all along—that is, pursuing a course of 
abject submission to the Home Rule 
Party, which will enable us to show, 
both inside and outside the House, how 
much they delight to serve their new 
masters. 

Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.): I point 
out that if the Committee shares the 
opinion of the hon. Gentleman the Se- 
cretary to the , and desires that 
the Bill should pass into law, there is 
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sufficient time for the ‘purpose. The 
only opponent of the Bill is the hon. 
Member who has just spoken, and he 
opposes it because he knows that.if it 
passes into law the Corporation of Derry 
will be Nationalists, and because he 
knows that if this Nationalist measure 
passes the Municipality of Derry will 
never again have a Tory Member. This 
is the only matter that underlies the 
hon. Gentleman’s opposition. Another 
reason why we should go on now is that 
we can hold a short Sitting to-morrow, 
at which the Report and third reading 
of the Bill can be taken ; and then, if the 
Lords pass the Bill, there is nothing 
easier than for the Government, in the 
interval before the Session closes, to 
pass the Bill intolaw. Under the cir- 
cumstances, we shall certainly press the 
Committee on one point, and that is to 
allow the Bill to go through to-night. 

Str ROBERT FOWLER (London): 
I have to refer to one extraordinary 
point in the remarks of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Sligo (Mr. Sexton), who says 
that if there should be a Nationalist 
Mayor in Derry it will be impossible for 
my hon. Friend to be returned again. 
But, Sir, I wish to remark that it is not 
with the Returning Officer that the 
matter rests of sending Members to this 
House, but with the electors. 

Mr. TOTTENHAM (Winchester): I 
also wish to point out to the hon. Mem- 
ber for Sligo (Mr. Sexton) that the 
course he has indicated is practically 
impossible. I understand that the Re- 
solution has already been taken that 
the House should adjourn till Thursday ; 
and as it is known that the Dissolution 
is announced to follow immediately it 
is simply. an absurd waste of the time 
of the House trying to pass the Bill 
through further stages here. 

Coroner NOLAN (Galway, N.): I 
remind the Committee that we can take 
the third reading immediately after the 
Bill passes through Committee. If, 
then, the Government are sincere in 
what they have said, it is perfectly easy 
for them to go to the Lords with the 
Bill in time to get it passed into law 
when it comes back to us. 


Question put. 


The Committee proceeded to a Divi- 
sion, and the Oxnarrman stated he 
thought the Noes had it ; and, his deci- 
sion being challenged, he directed the 
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Ayes to stand up in their places, and 14 
Members only having stood up, the 
Chairman declared the Noes had it. 

Original Question again proposed. 

Sm ROBERT FOWLER (London): 
On that Question, Sir, I refer again, as 
I was out of Order on the Question of 
Progress, to the statement of the hon. 
Member for Sligo (Mr. Sexton), who 
has told us that if this Bill becomes law 
the Mayor of Derry would be a Nation- 
alist and would not do his duty. I think, 
Sir, that the argument of the hon. 
Member will not commend itself to this 
House. 

Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.) : I intended 
to convey that, as is well known, the Tory 
Returning Officers play tricks in these 
matters, and that the Nationalist officers 
do not. 

Clause agreed to. 

Clauses 2 and 8 agreed to. 


Clause 4 (Qualification for municipal 
franchise). 

Mr. LEWIS (Londoncerry): I think 
there is an inconsistency in this clause. 
I point out to the Government that this 
is part of a Bill which professes to assi- 
milate the law of England to the law of 
Ireland; but, as far as I know, this 
clause does nothing of the kind. Sub- 
section (©) only requires for the enrol- 
ment of a person in the Burgess Roll 
that he should, during the period of six 
calendar months next preceding the 31st 
of August, have resided within the 
borough, or within seven statute miles of 
the same. This is clearly not assimi- 
lating the law of the two countries. 

Clause agreed to. 

Clause 5 (Exclusions from franchise). 

Mr. LEWIS (speaking amid great 
interruption): I think it is quite 
enough that the Government have no 
intention whatever of taking a be- 
coming course with reference to this 
Bill, without the voices of hon. Mem- 
bers being drowned by the organized 
laughter and» interruptions of hon. 
Members below the Gangway. I protest 
against this treatment, which cannot 
be justified by the mere presence of 50 
Members below the Gangway. The 
Government, having at first said it was 
useless to attempt to go on with the Bill, 
are now desertang their duty and the 
position they took up before the Bill 
came into mmittee ; and, further, 
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when I draw their attention to the fact 
that there is no assimilation of law as 
between the two countries, they take 
not the slightest notice of that grave 
consideration. Under the circumstances, 
it is quite impossible that anyone can 
take part in the discussion of the Bill. 
We have no assistance from the Govern- 
ment, and, therefore, we can but look on 
the present proceedings in the same 
light as they have been described by the 
Government themselves—that is to say, 
as a perfect farce; to leave the House, 
and allow them and hon. Members below 
the Gangway to play it out by them- 
selves. 

Mr. BRODRICK (Surrey, Guildford): 
I have one observation to make. Nota 
single official connected with the Govern- 
ment of Ireland is present on this occa- 
sion. No Member of the Government 
is competent to deal with the Business 
in the absence of such official, and no 
Member of the Government is willing to 
give any directions for the guidance of 
the Committee in this matter. Under 
the circumstances, I think the sugges- 
tion of the hon. Member for London- 
derry will be very properly acted upon. 

Clause agreed to. 

Clauses 6 to 18, inclusive, agreed to, 

Schedule agreed to. 

Bill reported, without Amendment. 

Mr. J. F. X. O’BRIEN (Mayo, 8.): 
I would now ask the permission of the 
House that the Bill be read the third 
time. 


Mr. SPEAKER: It would not be 
consistent with my duty to allow the 
third reading to be taken under the 
circumstances. 

Bill to be read the third time upon 
Thursday. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
CONSIDERATION OF LORDS’ AMENDMENTS. 

Lords’ Amendments considered. 

Mr. PARNELL (Cork): I do not 
know whether I shall be in Order in 
moving that the Amendments of the 
Lords be disagreed with. If I am in 
Order, I will do so on the ground that 
the chief Amendments of the Lords have 

ractically deprived the Bill of any value 
or the purposo for which it was in- 
tended, and that consequently, if we 
were to agree to them, we should be 


Amendment Bill. 169. , 





FPSeerereses =” 


‘61, Labourers (Ireland). Acts {Tuxw2t))1886} 


taking ina faroe. .The Bill; was 
to remedy certain defects in 

the existing Acts. Under the original 
Act. it. was provided that there should 
be power for compulsory purchase; the 
Land Act passed in the following year 
vided for certain extensions, but, by 

an oversight of the draftsman, ‘‘ com- 
pulsory purchase,” with reference to 
these extensions, was not included. The 
consequence was) that this part of the 
Act was useless; it did not include pro- 
vision for compulsory purchase. Well, 
Sir, this Bill was introduced mainly for 
the purpose of providing for these de- 
ficiencies, and, as a matter of fact, Mem- 
bers from the North of Ireland vied with 
us in endeavouring to remedy the de- 
fect. But when the Bill came from 
“another place,” it was possible for 
Conservative Members to throw the 
blame of neglecting the interest of Irish 
labourers in the North and South of 
Ireland on other shoulders, and they 
did so, and the landlords have taken on 
themselves the responsibility of render- 
ing the Bill useless. This will be the 
third of the Irish Bills which we have 
been so fortunate as to pass through this 
House only to be destroyed in ‘‘ another 
place.”’ I desire to point out to those 


who think it is easy to legislate for Ire- 
land that during this Session we have 
had unexampled good fortune in obtain- 
ing Wednesdays for the second reading 


of our Bills. I think we obtained more 
than five-sixths of those days on which 
it was possible for us to submit to the 
judgment of this House many most im- 
portant measures for the government of 
Ireland; but I think we have not been 
able, owing to obstruction in “another 
place,’ to pass a single measure, and 
this notwithstanding the fact that not 
one of those Bills was seriously opposed 
in this House. . [Dissent,} I think any- 
one who disputes this view is arguing in 
a manner which, on the face of it, is 
palpably absurd. I will not detain the 
House by any further enlarging on this 
subject ; but I do not think I should be 
doing my duty in regard to matters of 
great importanca if I did not move that 
the House disagreed with the Lords’ 
Amendments. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth disagree with 
The Lords in the said Amendments.” — 
(Ur. Parnell.) 
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Mx. BRODRICK (Surrey, Guildford); . 
JT think the hon. Member for the City of 
Cork cannot have read the Amendments 
of the Lords to this Bill. I believe there 
is not a single point in the remarks of 
the hon. Member, with reference to this 
Bill, which is borne out by fact. Why, 
Sir, nine-tenths of the Amendments in 
the Bill were inserted by Lord Fitz- 
Gerald in the House of Lords—[‘ No, 
no!” }—I believe I am right in men- 
tioning his name as having had charge 
of the Bill—and those Amendments 
were put in in pursuance of arrange- 
ments made in a Committee of this 
House. I think the hon. Gentleman 
will recollect that the Bill came on ata 
late hour throughout the whole of its 
course, which prevented the House fully 
expressing an opinion upon it; but, in 
addition to that, I point out that no 
single Amendment has been inserted in 
the Bill which is opposed to the Resolu- 
tions of the Committee which sat upstairs 
to consider it, and that, on the contrary, 
everything suggested by the Committee 
is carried into effect by the Amendments 
which have now come down from ithe 
House of Lords. The hon. Member 
actually throws overboard the work of 
the Committee which sat a year ago, on 
which eight or ten of his own Friends 
sat, and every one of whom was unani- 
mous with the other Members with re- 
gard to the measure. And, further, the 
two clauses to which the hon. Member 
chiefly objects, and which I admit are 
opposed to what occurred in this House, 
are clauses which were never raised in 
Committee, At this hour it would be 
an absolute farce to go into the matter, 
and I can only say that if the hon. Gen- 
tleman persists in his Motion, he will, in 
all probability, cause the loss of the 
Bill, which will be deeply regretted by 
the Irish labourers, and afford a handle 
to Members on these Benches when the 
subject comes before the Irish constitu- 
encies, every one of whom would have 
been present had they had the least idea 
that these Amendments would be dis- 
agreed with. I protest against this 
course being taken in the absence of the 
Ulster Members. I hope the Motion of 
the hon. Member will not be persisted 
in, and that the Amendments will be 
considered in detail and dealt with in 
the spirit in which they were dealt with 
in Committee. 


G 
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Taz SECRETARY to raz TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowrer (Wol- 
verhampton, E.): The hon. Member for 
the City of Cork (Mr. Parnell) is per- 
fectly within his right in the course he 
has taken, and I think he has acted in 
the most effective and suitable manner 
in moving that the House disagree with 
the Amendments en bloc instead of in 
detail. I entirely agree with the hon. 
Member in thinking that some of the 
Amendments made to the Bill render it 
worthless, although we admit that there 
are some of a minor character which I 
should have advised the hon. Member 
to accept... Yet, Sir, I must call the 
attention of the House to the re- 
marks of Lord FitzGerald in ‘ another 
place.” From what the hon. Member 
for the City of Cork has stated, I 
take it that Irish Members object 
with regard to Clause 11, which Lord 
FitzGerald described as the most valu- 
able clause in the Bill, and the omis- 
sion of which he would not consent 
to. My noble and learned Friend the 
Lord Chancellor took precisely the same 
view; and I should say, so far as the 
Government are concerned, that if the 
hon. Member for the City of Cork takes 
the Amendments in detail, we shall 
support him to the utmost of our power 
so far as the original clauses are con- 
cerned. There are one or two other 
points on which we think the Amend- 
ments of the Lords are of the most un- 
fortunate character, inasmuch as they 
very much impair the effect of the Bill 
in the opinion of hon. Members opposite, 
who are the best judges of what they 
think suitable for Ireland. If the hon. 
Member goes to a division on the gene- 
ral question of dissenting from the 
Amendments as a whole, I shall go into 
the Lobby against him. 

Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.): When the 
last Bill was before us in Committee, 
the Friends of the hon. Member for 
Londonderry (Mr. Lewis) were in con- 
siderable force above the Gangway, 
where they remained until they found 
they were unable to obstruct Irish 
Business; when they found they were 
not strong enough to do so, they retired 
altogether and left the hon. Gentleman 
alone. Now, Sir, we take a very strong 
interest in the Labourers’ Bill, and we 
were aware that the Lords’ Amendments 
would come on to-night, The opposition 


of the hon. Member for Guildford (Mr. 
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Brodrick), and his method of dealin 
with the present Bill, may be descri 

in a very few words. He endeavours 
to introduce certain Amendments, and 
he discovers that the sense of the House 
is against him. [Mr. Broprick: I have 
not moved a single Amendment to the 
Bill.} The hon. Member put an Amend- 
ment on the Paper which he had not the 
courage to move, and I say that the 
effect of Amendments appearing on the 
Paper of the House of Commons was 
sufficient to procure their acceptance in 
“another place.” The hon. Member 
for the City of Cork has moved that we 
disagree with the Lords’ Amendments 
as a whole. The Lords’ Amendments 
are numerous, some of them are compli- 
cated, and my hon. Friend is desirous 
of saving time. My hon. Friend stated 
that two or three of the Amendments 
were vital, inasmuch as they took all 
worth out of the Bill, and he is im- 
pressed with the desire not to take up 
the time of the House unnecessarily by 
going into questions of detail. There 
are three vital Amendments from the 
Lords; and to show that we are actuated 
by no vexatious motive, we are willing, 
if the three Amendments are dissented 
from, to abstain from opposing the rest. 
The first Amendment relates to the posi- 
tion of the agricultural labourer. By the 
Act of 1883 an agricultural labourer was 
defined to be a person who didagricultural 
work on the land of another person. 
Weill, Sir, we found that if poor labourers 
failed for a month or a week to get agri- 
cultural work, and turned to another 
kind of labour, they were objected to 
and put outside the benefit of the Act; 
we found it would be impossible for 
any agricultural labourer so situated to 
satisfy the Local Board that he was en- 
titled to the benefit of the measure. We 
regard this Amendment of the Lords as 
vital. Then the Lords strike out the 
clause which provides that the landlord 
should not claim to have more than one 
home farm. This was arrived at with 
the universal consent of the House; it 
was found that whenever land was 
wanted for the purpose of the Act the 
landlord always said it was part of & 
home farm. In the third place, the 
Lords have struck out the provision 
which allowed the Guardians to claim 
land compulsorily. That provision was 
introduced because we found that it 
was impossible to get the land when the 
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matter was left to agreement with the 
landlord. We induced this House to 
agree that if the labourers had not good 
houses the Guardians should not be 
under the aoe of getting land by 
agreement, but should be allowed to 
et it by compulsion. These, Sir, are 

e three vital points on which we ob- 
ject to the Lords’ Amendments, and we 
shall prove our good faith by carrying 
out the sal I have suggested. 

Mr. SPE R: Does the hon. Mem- 
ber for the City of Cork consent to with- 
draw his Motion for the purpose of going 
through the Lords’ Amendments seri- 
atim ? 

Mr. PARNELL: I think I may ask 
the hon. Member for Guildford (Mr. 
Brodrick) whether that course will meet 
with his approval ? Otherwise I think it 
will be useless to put the House to the 
trouble of going through the Amend- 
ments seriatim and dividing on them. 

Mr. BRODRICK (Surrey, Guildford): 
I should not myself have divided the 
House on the first Amendment, but I | 
consider that the Amendment on Clause ! 
11 is one on which I should take a divi- | 
sion. However, in the present state of 
the House, I shall satisfy myself by 
simply saying ‘‘ No” on the Motion to 
disagree, and take the same course with 
regard to other Amendments. 

Mr. PARNELL: Then I ask leave 
to withdraw my Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Lords’ Amendments further considercd. 





Several Amendments agreed to; several 
disagreed to; subsequent Amendments 
agreed to. 

Committe appointed, ‘* to draw up Reasons to 
be assigned to The Lords for disagreeing to the 
Amendments to which this House hath dis- 
agreed: ’°—-Mr. Parnett, Mr. Sexton, Mr. 
Henry H. Fowrer, Mr. Annotp Mortey, Mr. 
Joun O'Connor, Colonel Noran, and Mr. 
Mayne :—To withdraw immediately ; Three to 
be the quorum. 


Reasons for disagreeing to The Lords’ 
Amendments reported, and agreed to :— 
To be communicated to The Lords. 


POST OFFICE MAIL CONTRACT (LONDON AND 
SOUTH WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY AND 
LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH COAST 
RAILWAY COMPANY). 

Resolved, That the Contract with the London 





and South Western Railway Company and with 


the London, Brighton, and South Coast Rail- 
way pe for the conveyance of the Mails 
to and from Portsmouth and Ryde be ap- 
proved.”—(Mr. Henry H. Fowler.) 


COMMITTEES. 


Ordered, That all Committees have 
leave to sit, notwithstanding the Ad- 
journment of the House.—({ Jr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.) 


House adjourned at half after One 
o'clock till Thursday. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Tuesday, 22nd June, 1886. 


MINUTES.]—Pvnatutc Brtits—Second Reading 
—Peterhead Harbour of Refuge® (166); 
Intoxicating Liquors (Sale to Children) 
(176) ; Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) * ; 
Public Works Loans * (188). 

Second Reading discharged—Probation of First 
Offenders (51). 

Committee—Parliamentary Elections (Return- 
ing Officers) Act (1875) Amendment * (162) ; 
Public Health Acts (Improvement Expenses) 
(143); Land Tax Commissioners’ Names * 
(165); Returning Officers’ Charges (Scot- 
land * (173-196) ; Tithe Rent-Charge (Ex- 
traordinary) Redemption (174-193); West- 
minster Abbey Restoration (183); Shop 
Hours Regulation * (186-199). 

Committee discharged — Merchant Shipping 
(Fishing Boats) Acts Amendment (184). 

Committee—Report — Third Reading — Married 
Women (Maintenance in Case of Desertion) 
(164), and passed. 

Committee—Report—Customs * (175); Revising 
Barristers’ oc ger are * (179); Revising 
Barristers (Ireland) * (180); Metropolitan 
Board of Works (Money)* (181); Public 
Works Loans (Tramways Ireland) * (182). 

Report—Medical Acts Amendment * (187). 

Third Reading—Losses by Riot (Compensa- 
tion) * (156) ; Terms of Removal (Scotland) ® 
(157); Poor Law Loans and Relief (Scot- 
land * (158-197) ; Salmon and Freshwater 
Fisheries * (159); Coal Mines*® (160), and 

ed. 


passed. 

ProyisionaL Orper Bitt—Third pe = 
Police and Improvement (Scotland) (Leith) * 
(150), and passed. 


MARRIED WOMEN (MAINTENANCE IN 
CASE OF DESERTION) BILL. 
(The Lord FitzGerald.) 
(No. 164.) COMMITTEE. 

House in Committee (according to 
order). 

Amendments made. 

Moved, ‘‘ That Standing Order No. 
XXXYV., be suspended in order that the 
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Bill be read a third time.” —(7he Lord 
Fits Gerald.) 

Lorp DENMAN said, he felt bound 
to vote against the suspension of the 
Standing Orders proposed in order to 
pérmit the Session to be wound up in 
a violént hurry, as was the case on July 
10, 1884, when three measures in their 
Lordships’ House were stopped, and one 
also in the House of Commons. That 
nieasure—the Law of Evidence Further 
Amendment Bill—was further postponed 
in “December, 1884. Their Lordships 
might recollect that the Representation 
of the People Bill was delayed going into 
Committee by the intervention of the 
noble Marquess the then Leader of the 
Opposition for four days; and on De- 
cember 4, that he (Lord Denman) had 
brought forward his Amendments, for 
which, including the extension of the 
franchise to women, hé would have re- 
mained until December 19—a time in 
which a Parliament of Queen Elizabeth 
had been prorogued. It was said that 
this was a people's Dissolution; but he 
believed the people had no wish for it. 
The “People’s Will,” named in the 
Epistle Dedicatory to the Queen by 
Tennyson, and the will of the people, 
were very different, and it was the Pre- 
rogative of the Crown to dissolve Parlia- 
ment. A Dissolution would interfere 
with the season in London, with trade, 
and with the harvest; and there was no 
intelligible issue before the country, as 
was the case in the House of Lords in 
1713, asto the repeal of the Scotch Union; 
and in 1833, when Mr. O’Connell’s 
Motion was rejected by 428 votes to 40; 
and in 1844, when Lord John Russell's 
Motion for an inquiry into the state of 
Ireland was rejected by a majority of 
99. There were several questions which 
affected women and which ought not to 
pass tilla Woman’s Suffrage Bill was 
carried. The only objection made to it 
in their Lordships’ House was that it 
had not been fully discussed, and no 
time remained for its discussion through 
the advice of the Ministry in advising a 
Dissolution. 


Motion agreed to. 


Standing Order No. XXXV. considered 
(according to order), and dispensed with: 
Amendments reported, and Bill read 3*, 
with the amendments, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 
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PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS, “(RE- 
TURNING OFFICERS) AOT (1876) |. 
AMENDMENT BILL, 
(The Lord. President.) ; 
(No. 162.) ‘COMMITTEE. 


House in Committee (according to 
order), 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


On Motion of The Marquess of 
Sauispury, Clauses 2 to “6, inclusive, 
struck out. 


Clause 7 agreed to. 
Schedule struck out. 


The Report of the amendments to 
be received Zo-morrow ; and Standing 
Order No. XXXYV. to be considered in 
order to its being dispensed with. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (IMPROVE. 
MENT EXPENSES) BILL. 
(The Eari of Jersey.) 
(No. 143.) COMMITTEE. 


House in Committee (according to 
order). 


Lorp BRABOURNE said, he rose to 
propose the insertion of a new clause, 
the object of which was to protect Rail- 
way and Oanal Companies in cases 
where speculative builders and others 
laid out new streets adjoining lines of 
railways or canals simply for the pur- 
pose of imposing upon the owners thereof 
the cost of half the street, although no 
access to the street could be made from 
the railway or canal. The proposed 
clause would not inflict any hardsbi 
upon owners of property, nor would it 
in any way affect the Local Authority or 
increase any expenses to be borne by 
the ratepayers. The only persons affected 
would = those who laid out streets 
alongside canals or railway embapk- 
ments or cuttings; and they would know 
that if they did so they would have to 
bear the entire cost of the street from 
which they derived the sole benofit. It 
was submitted that the justice of the 
clause was obvious, because railways 
and canals were themselves a species of 
highway, and could derive no possible 
benefit from the construction of a street 
alongside of them; but, in case of cir- 
cumstances hereafter changing so as to 
render the construction of a street & 
benefit to the Railway or Canal Com- 
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y, the clause provided that in such a 
a the Railway or Canal Company 
should contribute, and their contribution 
should be divided among the then 
owners of the other lands charged with 
the construction of the street. It was 
also pointed out that the exemption only 
applied to such streets as were con- 
structed alongside the actual lines of 
railway or canal, leaving the Companies 
in respect of their stations, depots, and 
other property in the same position as 
other landowners and liable to contri- 
bute towards the expenses of new 
streets. 


Moved, to insert the following new 
Clause :— 

“No Railway or Canal Company shall be 
deemed to be an owner liable to be charged with 
the expenses of executing any private’ street 
works in respect of any land of such Company 
upon which any street as defined in this Act 
shall wholly or ially front or abut, and 
which shall be used by such Company solely as 
a part of their line of railway, or sidings, or 
canal, and shall have no direct communication 
with such street, and the expenses incurred by 
the Sanitary Authority under the powers of 
this Act, which but for this provision suchRail- 
way or Canal Compapy would be liable to pay, 
shall be repaid to the Sanitary Authority by 
the owners of the other premises liable to be 
charged with such expenses, and in such propor- 
tion as shall be settled by the Surveyor in 
accordance with and subject to the provisions of 
this Act. And in the event of the Railway or 
‘Canal Company subsequently making a commu- 
nication with such street they shall, notwith- 
standing such repayment as last aforesaid, pay 
to the Sanitary Authority the expenses which, 
but for the foregoing provision, such Railway or 
Canal Company would, in the first instance, have 
been liable to pay, and the Sanitary Authority 
shall divide among the owners for the time 
being of the premises originally charged with 
the expenses aforesaid the. amount so paid by 
such Railway or Canal Company to the Sanitary 
Authority in such proportion ‘as‘shall ‘be settled 
by the Surveyor, © But'this section shall not 
apply to any street as defined in this Act exist- 
rei at the date of the passing of this Act.’’— 
(The Lord Brabourne,) 

Lorpv SUDELEY (for the Local Go- 
vernment Board) said, he must oppose 
the clause'on the ground that it gave 
special exemption to Railway Companies. 
It was quite possible a clause somewhat 
similar to this had been. inserted in 
various Private Acts; but this was done 
in private measures on account of various 
local considerations, and the practice 
did not at all serve as a precedent fora 
General Act.. In some of these eases 
only an exemption from a proportion of 
the expenses, and not the whole, would 
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be all that could properly be claimed. 
There were also other cases beside those 
of railways and canals in which it would 
be proper for a ratepayer to be relieved, 
in whole or in part, from the payment 
of such expenses; and it ai be un- 
fair to confer an absolute exemption in 
one class and not in others. Farther, 
the Bill already provided, by Clause 7, 
that the degree of benefit to be derived 
by the premises from the improvements 
should be taken into consideration in 
making the apportionment, That) such 
an appeal. would be available in all 
these cases would be made still clearer 
than at present by the Amendment 
which would be made in Section 4, by 
the omission of the parenthesis in Sub- 
clause (¢). The proposed Amendment 
also provided that if the Company. at 
any time made a communication. with 
the street; they should then, pay the 
sum they would have had to pay, and 
that such sum should be. distributed 
among the owners for the time being of 
the premises originally charged., This 
would be a very unsatisfactory method 
of redressing the original injustice, for 
many of the owners at the time might 
not be the same as those who originally 
paid for the works, The insertion of the 
proposed clause would, therefore, be op- 
posed. If the provisions mentioned for 
the protection of the frontagers who 
derived little or no benefit from the im- 
provements should not be found suffi- 
cient in practice to remove the Railway 
Companies’ grievances, it would be pro- 
per to amend; those provisions; but 
probably they would be found to afford 
a sufficient remedy already, 

Tue, Marquess or SALISBURY said, 
that if a new. street was made in the 
neighbourhood of a railway, though it 
had no station there and might not stop 
there, he did not think that by reason 
of its neighbourhood it should be charged 
as. being benefited by the street by its 
frontage: This Bill showed the inton- 
venience of dealing with complicated 
questions of local management at this 
period of the Session. Every precau- 
tion should be taken to see that private 
interests were not damaged. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Herscnent) said, there were other cases 
besides railways and canals which stood 
in the same position: It' was not fair to 
put railways and vanals'in an eéxcep- 
tionaily favourable position as compared 
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with private owners. The 7th clause 
provided that in the rating the greater 
or less degree of benefit should be con- 
sidered, and he thought this met the 
objection. 

Tre Eant or JERSEY said, the ob- 
ject of the Bill was not to rate the rail- 
ways according to their frontage. If a 
street was made which would be of bene- 
fit to the railway, it was-but fair that it 
should bear a part of the public burden, 
but not otherwise. The Bill provided 
opportunities for railway owners and 
others to have their case fairly settled 
before any work was begun. He hoped 
their Lordships would not accept the 
clause. 

Tue Marqvzss or SALISBURY said, 
he held that the 7th clause made the 
frontage the main consideration in the 
rating. 

Tue Eart or GALLOWAY said, he 
should support the proposed clause. 

Tue Eart or FERSEY said, the 
clause as it stood was not shown to be 
unjust, and he objected to having 
special clauses introduced unless good 
reason could be shown for inserting 
them. 

On Question? Their Lordships di- 
vided :—Contents 82; Not-Contents 31 : 
Majority 51. 

House resumed. 

Tue Eart or JERSEY said, that after 
the decision to which their Lordships 
had come the promoters of the Bill de- 
sired to withdraw it. 


Bill (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 


TITHE RENT -CHARGE (EXTRAOR- 
DINARY) REDEMPTION BILL. 
(The Lord Sudeley.) 
(No. 174.) COMMITTEE. 


Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee read. 

Moved, ‘‘That the House do resolve 
itself into Committee on the said Bill.” 
—(The Lord Sudeley.) 

Lorp SUDELEY (for the Home 
Department) explained that there had 
been a meeting that morning at the 
Home Office, at which ali the interests 
affected by the Bill were represented. 
Among others present were the Bishops 
of London and Peterborough, the Duke 
of Buckingham and Chandos, Lord 
Beauchamp, representatives of Queen 


The Lord Chancellor 


{LORDS} 





Anne’s Bounty, of the Land Commis: 
sioners, of the promoters of the Bill, 
and Members of the Select Committee 
of the other House, to which the mea- 
sure had been referred. The meeting 
had agreed to certain Amendments as 
constituting a fair compromise between 
those who differed as to the desirability 
of the original provisions of the Bill. 

Motion agreed to: House in Com- 
mittee. 

The Report of the Amendments to be 
received 70-morrow, and Standing Order 
No. XXXYV. to be considered in order 
to its being dispensed with ; and Bill to 
be printed as amended. (No. 193.) 


WESTMINSTER ABBEY RESTORA- 
TION BILL.—(No. 183.) 
(The Lord Sudeley.) 
COMMITTEE. 


House in Oommittee (according to 
order). 
Clause 1 (Short title) agreed to. 


Clause 2 (Power of Dean and Chapter 
of Westminster to borrow and of Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners to lend for repair 
of Westminster Abbey). 

Tue Bisnor or PETERBOROUGH 
(Dr. Maceg), in moving the following 
Amendment :— 

“ Provided that such repairs and restorations 
shall have been approved of by the said Com- 
missioners, 
said, had not the title of the Bill con- 
tained the word ‘‘ restoration ”’ he should 
not have troubled the House on the 
matter. But the word “restoration” 
was by no means so definite as ‘ re- 
pairs.” To the uninstructed mind it 
meant simply the restoring to the state 
in which the building had been before; 
but in the mind of an architect—and 
especially an eminent architeet—restora- 
tion meant putting in something which 
the builders could, should, would, or 
might have done, and it was sometimes 
very startling and very exasperating to 
find what was done in the nameof restora- 
tion. Objects of historical interest like 
cathedrals required to be guarded with 
the most jealous care, for if once “ emi- 
nent architects’’ got their hands upon 
them they began to vivisect them accord- 
ing to their own inner consciousness. 
Most of their Lordships were acquainted 
with one of the most lovely cathedrals 
in the country—that of Salisbury ; that 
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cathedral fell into the hands of the most 
eminent architect of his day—Wyatt— 
who pulled down the bell tower because 
he thought it interfered with the view. 
Then he shifted the holy table from its 
place, and finally took down all the 
monuments from their places and dis- 
tributed them about the church wherever 
he thought they would look pretty. The 
consequence was that the whole interior 
history of the cathedral had vanished. 
It was not safe to intrust our cathedrals 
to any architect, however eminent, and 
the more eminent the more he was 
afraid of him. Deans and Chapters 
would searcely dare to say a word in 
opposition to an eminent architect, who 
would thus be enabled to work his 
wicked will upon our cathedrals unre- 
strained by any consideration except that 
imposed by his own inner consciousness. 
In the smallest parish church not a door 
or window or pew could be altered with- 
out a faculty from the Bishop’s Court ; 
but no licence from the Bishop’s Court 
was required for dealing with the cathe- 
dral, the most important architectural 
edifice in the diocese. The only other 
thing that would prevent them from 
pulling the cathedral down and leaving 
it there, or substituting for it a Grecian 


temple or a Chinese pagoda, was the 
difficulty of getting subscriptions for the 
purpose, or the fear that subscribers 
would seek to get them back if they were 
to be applied to other purposes than 


those they gave them for. Unless his 
Amendment were adopted, there would 
be no check on an architect doing any- 
thing he pleased under the name of re- 
storation. That was not a safe state of 
things for our cathedrals, and by his 
Amendment he simply asked that over 
public money there should be some 
public check, and, in his opinion, the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners were the 
proper persons to exercise the power. 
They made the grant, and they had the 
additional advantage of having an archi- 
tect of their own to advise them. He 
proposed this Amendment in no spirit of 
hostility to the Dean and Chapter of 
Westminster, but merely to insure that 
over the expenditure of public money 
there should be some public check. 


Moved, In page 1, line 19, after (“thereto ’’) 
insert (“ provided that such repairs and restora- 
tions shall have been approved of by the said 
Commissioners.”)—( Zhe Lord Bishop of Peter- 
borough.) 





Amendment agreed to. 


On Motion of Lord Supetey, Amend- 
ment made, in page 1, line 21, by 
leaving out (‘‘thirty”) and inserting - 
(‘fifty’); line 23, by leaving out (‘the 
rate of four per centum per annum”) 
and inserting— 

(Such rate as shall be agreed on between 
the said dean and chapter and the said Commis- 
sioners ’’) ; 
also, after Clause 2, by inserting the 
following Clause :— 

‘*Tn case the Ecclesiastical Commission satisfy 
themselves that the revenues of the dean and 
chapter will not suffice to repay the principal 
or pay the interest as above named, the said 
Commissioners may make a grant for such 
portion of the aforesaid sum as shall be neces- 
sary for the preservation of the building.” 

The Report of the Amendments to be 
received 70-morrow, and Standing Order 
No. XXXY. to be considered in order 
to its being dispensed with ; and Bill to 
be printed as amended. (No. 194.) 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (FISHING 
BOATS) ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL.—(No. 184.) 

(The Lord Sudeley.) 
COMMITTEE. 


Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee read. 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS said, that 
he desired to enter his protest against a 
measure of this kind, which was intended 
to compel the skippers of small fishing 
boats to submit to the same Board of 
Trade examination that the commanders 
of large vessels were required to pass. 
This was an attempt on the part of the 
Board of Trade to get everybody into 
their net. 

Tue Marquess or SALISBURY said, 
he had received a telegram from the 
Secretary of the Insurance Societies of 
Lowestoft,, who. were interested in the 
fishing trade, which stated that in their 
opinion this Bill, if passed into law, 
would ruin the fishing interest. He had 
not had time to inform himself of the 
case upon which that objection rested ; 
but he thought it most unfortunate that 
legislation respecting an important in- 
dustry should be hurried through with 
so much speed that the persons most 
concerned were not aware of the legis- 
lation which it was sought to impose 
upon them. They at least believed that 
they were to be ruined by it. 
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Lorp SUDELEY (for the Board of 
Trade) explained that the main object. of 
the Bill was to extend to skippers of 
fishing boats the provisions of the Act 
of 1883. The complaints by the Lowes- 


toft fishing interest were made under a 
misapprehension of the objects of this 
measure. Under Clause 10 it was pro- 
posed to extend inquiries to boat 
accidents similar to those which could 
be held upon accidents in ships. It 
was often found that very serious acci- 
dents occurred to boats under oars, espe- 
cially in conveying fish to trawlers ; but, 
unfortunately, owing to the construction 
of the Act of 1883, no inquiries could 
be held in such cases. Under Clause 11 
owners of fishing boats were able to 
make rules and regulations, but they 
could not be carried out without the 
sanction of the Board of Trade; and it 
was quite clear that the fishing trade at 
Lowestoft were not aware that in the 
other House Sir Edward Birkbeck in- 
troduced a clause ordering all Rules to 
be laid on the Table of both Houses for 
a month before they could become law, 
thus removing their objection. The ex- 
amination proposed under the Bill was 
of the simplest character, and would be 
held locally; and he believed the Bill 
had the approval of the fishing interest 
at all the large ports. 

Tue Marquess or SALISBURY said, 
that so far as he could see the examina- 
tion of the skippers of these boats would 
be as great as that of captains of mer- 
chant vessels, and that did not seem to 
be a very common-sense arrangement. 
As nobody on the Ministerial Bench, not 
even the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
appeared to have the slightest notion of 
what the Bill was intended to effect, it 
was hardly decent to proceed with the 
measure. 

Tae SECRETARY or STATE for 
INDIA (The Earl of Kiwsertey) con- 
fessed that he had no information on 
the subject upon which the Bill dealt, 
and considered it would be better to 
withdraw it. 


Order discharged. 


PROBATION OF FIRST OFFENDERS 
BILL. —(No. 185.) 
(The Earl of Belmore.) 
SECOND READING. 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


» {LORDS} 





Offenders Bill. 


Tae Eart or BELMORE, in moving 
that the Bill be now read a second time, 
said, the experiment gps by that 
Bill had been tried with great success in 
America, and he also learned that. the 
Government of two of our most import- 
ant OColonies—Victoria and New Zea- 
land—had come to a conclusion in favour 
of legislation of that kind. He under- 
stood that that Bill had passed through 
the House of Commons with universal 
assent and without any amendment; 
and also that the measure was approved 
by persons who took an interest in 
philanthropic enterprizes. The hon. 
Member who had charge of the Bill in 
the other House had received a letter 
from Mr. Hill, a gentleman who in the 
earlier part of his life had for 15 years 
held the office of Inspector of Prisons, 
and had thus gained much insight into 
the working of the Criminal Law in this 
country, stating that he felt sure that 
the Bill, if passed, would do much good. 
In conclusion, he hoped that their Lord- 
ships would pass the measure as readily 
as he understood that the House of Com- 
mons had done; and he now moved the 
second reading. 


Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—( The Earl of Belmore.) 


Lorpv SUDELEY (for the Home De- 
partment) said, he hoped that their 
Lordships would not consent to the se- 
cond reading of that Bill. There could 
be no doubt that if the measure was 
passed it would be absolutely necessary 
to have a very large increase of the Police 
Force throughout the Kingdom. It was 
not correct that the Bill was unanimously 
passed by the House of Commons. What 
happened in the other House was that 
the Bill was blocked, and that it passed 
through quite accidentally. The provi- 
sions proposed under the Bill involved 
very considerable alterations in working 
the Criminal Law; and it was quite evi- 
dent that nothing of this kind should be 
done in a hurried manner. However 
good some of the provisions might be, it 
was due to the importance of the subject 
that close inquiry and investigation 
should take place before the Bill be- 
came law. 

Lorp HALSBURY said, he shared 
very much the desire that some provi- 
sion of that character should pass into 
law; but it seemed to him that that Bill 
was absolutely unworkable and con- 
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tained no machinery by whieh it could 
be carried out. ‘It would, he thought, 
be an evil example for their Lordships 
to assent to a Bill deeply affecting the 
Criminal Law under those circumstances. 

Lorp FITZGERALD said, he hoped 
that the noble Lord would withdraw that 
Bill, which he agreed in thinking would 
be perfectly unworkable as it stood. If 
a well-considered measure which would 
carry out the same object was introduced 
in a future Session their Lordships would 
probably give it their support. 

Lorpv ASHBOURNE sympathized en- 
tirely with the object of that Bill, and 
thought it might readily be put in a 
shape which would obtain the support 
of that House. A Public Department 
specially charged to look after such 
legislation could have brought forward 
any technical objections they thought 
proper to the form of the measure, and 
then it could have come before their 
Lordships in a satisfactory shape. He 
trusted that in a future Session the 
matter would be dealt with in such a 
way as would remove all objections. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
HerscHeE LL) said, he concurred in think- 
ing that it was impossible to pass that 
Bill in its present shape. He admitted 
it might be expedient in many cases to 
draw a sharp line between a first offence, 
as regarded the way in which it should 
be treated, and any subsequent offence. 
He was not himself in favour of limit- 
ing a measure of that description merely 
to the case of children; but if it was to 
be extended to adults at all, a great deal 
more guidance ought to be given to the 
tribunal than was to be found in that 
Bill. Clause 2 gave far too wide a dis- 
cretion to all tribunals, because it ap- 
plied to any Court of Summary Jurisdic- 
tion, which might impose such conditions 
as it thought right, having regard to the 
reformation of theoffender—a very vague 
provision. If, as he hoped, the Bill 
was re-modelled and re-introduced on a 
subsequent occasion, it should contain 
greater guidance and more safeguards 
than were now included in it. 

Tae Eart or KIMBERLEY said, 
that although the supervision of the 
police as exercised over prisoners sen- 
tenced to penal servitude formed a very 
useful part of our convict system, anyone 
who had paid attention to the subject 
knew that it was attended with consi- 
derable difficulties and some hardships. 
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He did not believe that geteral ‘police 
supervision ‘throughout the country over 
all classes of criminals could be ‘worked 
with advantage, and he hoped they 
would not lightly adopt such a system. 
Tue Kart or DERBY said, he agreed 
in the observation as to police super- 
vision, but was of opinion that it should 
be limited much more than it generally 
was to cases of the kind which had been 
alluded to. In the case of ordinary 


offences it did much more harm than 
good. 

Tre Eant or BELMORE said, that 
after what had passed, he would not 
press the second reading. 


Order discharged. 


SHOP HOURS REGULATION BILL. 
(The Lord Sudeley.) 
(xo. 186.) COMMITTEE. 


Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee read. 


Moved, ‘‘That the House donowresolve 
itself into Committee on the said Bill.’ 
—( The Lord Sudeley.) 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS said, that the 
evidence which had been gathered re- 
lating to this subject had not been pub- 
lished, and their Lordships were not in 
a position to say whether the Bill had 
been founded on that evidence or not. 
The measure was an important one. It 
interfered to a great extent with the 
whole retail trade of the Kingdom, and 
would lead to the discharge of many 
employés. It fixed the hours during 
which persons were to be employed, 
but no machinery was provided by which 
its provisions could be carried out. 
When a measure of this kind was 
brought forward their Lordships ought 
to be in possession of the fullest infor- 
mation regarding its necessity. It was 
really indecent that a Bill of this im- 
— should be shuffled through the 

ouse of Commons at the close of a 
Session and sent up to their Lordships 
without any means being afforded to 
judge of its necessity, and the evidence 
upon which it was based. He would 
not, however, oppose the Bill further on 
the present stage, but should move its 
rejection on the third reading. 

Lorp SUDELEY (for the Home De- 
partment) said, that the noble Earl ap- 
peared to be entirely opposed to the 
principle of the Bill, which he thought 





179 Shop Hours 


would interfere with the whole retail 
trade of the country. What this Bill 
really did was to carry still further the 
principle of the factory legislation 
amongst a class of workers nn were 
not at present able to take care of 
themselves. So far as the retail 
trade was concerned the Bill had a 
very considerable support—not only 
amongst the snighoval, but the em- 
ployers also. He would point out that 
a great many meetings had been held 
in favour of the Bill. The other day 
there was a great dinner given at which 
600 shopkeepers supported the Bill. 
Their Lordships were aware that the 
noble Earl opposite (the Earl of Wemyss) 
was President of the Liberty and Pro- 
perty Defence League. A Colleague of 
the noble Earl’s in the League was 
the noble and learned Lord (Lord 
Bramwell), and perhaps the noble Earl 
was not aware that at a large meeting 
in favour of the Bill that noble and 
learned Lord had attended and stated 
that this measure was of great social 
importance and ought to be passed. 
Tue Eart or DERBY asked what 
machinery was to be provided in order 
to carry out the provisions of the Bill ? 
Lorpv SUDELEY said, there was no 


system of inspection provided in the 
Bill; but it was considered by the pro- 
moters of the measure and the Home 
Office that the effect of its being passed 
into law would be to produce a strong 
moral effect, and would be likely to cure 


the evil to a great extent. It must also 
be remembered that a large number of 
shopkeepers would, in their own in- 
terests, from a competitive point of view, 
be determined to see the law carried out. 
An Association for this purpose was 
already in existence, and would take 
very good care that no unfair advantage 
was gained in this respect. There was 
also a considerable fine in the Bill for 
the evasion of the law, and this, of 
course, any policeman could be the 
means of putting in force. 

Tue Arcubisnor or CANTERBURY 
(Dr. Benson) said, he believed that the 
moral effect of the Bill would be con- 
siderable indeed. There was a large 
number of tradesmen who were cruel to 
the young people in their shops through 
carelessness and thoughtlessness. Owing 
to a lack of real concern for the welfare 
of their workpeople these employers 
pressed them on day after day. If it 


Lord Sudeley 


{LORDS} 








were authoritatively put before these 
employers that they must not employ 
their young people more than 74 hours 
a-week, he believed that a very large 
number who now employed their servants 
longer would cease to do so, The class 
of persons in whose interests the Bill 
was promoted was probably the most 
defenceless class they had among them, 
They were most subject to the will and 
the caprices of those on whom they 
were wholly dependent for their bread. 
He was, however, able to bear witness to 
the fact that a large number of trades- 
men in many of their great towns were 
eager for the passing of the Bill. Very 
many shopkeepers would employ their 
servants for a less length of time if they 
could, and they could if only they were 
free from the competition of those who 
would not consent to the same terms, 
He was sure that a majority of trades- 
men were desirous to do this. He did 
not think that this was a case in which 
Inspectors were necessary. Experience 
of the working of the Act for a year or 
two would show what kind of machinery 
was needed ; but it would be premature 
now to say that Inspectors were neces- 
sary. Inspection did not seem to him 
to be the right way of beginning. The 
pressure of each other’s opinion backed 
by this law would call for the right 
machinery. It was not a matter affect- 
ing so much the retail trade of the 
country as the life and health and use- 
fulness of a large number of human 
beings. 

Tue Marquess or SALISBURY said, 
he sympathized with the tone of the 
most rev. Prelate. He believed the 
principle of this Bill in its broadest 
sense was sound—namely, that it was 
their duty to protect young people who 
could not protect themselves. That was 
a principle enshrined in their law, and 
was not, he should imagine, a subject 
of dispute. But he could not admit that 
the excellent object of the Bill was any 
excuse for the slovenly form in which 
the Bill had been brought before the 
House. It was a Bill which had no 
practical effect whatever. The most 
rev. Prelate represented the Bill asin the 
nature of amoral lesson. Moral lessons 
were the business of the most rev. Pre- 
late, but were not the business of the 
two Houses of Parliament. He ob- 
jected to the Bill because if any person 
was not inclined to look into it for a 
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moral lesson, but to take it as a law, he 
would be puzzled by it. When he was 
told that young persons should not be 
employed in or about a shop for more 
than 74 hours in the week, including 
meal times, he was inclined to ask what 
meal times did they mean to include ? 
Were the meal times on Sunday to be 
deducted ? With regard to the refresh- 
ment rooms at railway stations, the per- 
sons employed must be in or about them 
all the time because they lived at the 
stations. He did not think their Lord- 
ships ought to pass such a piece of 
slovenly workmanship. Ifthe Govern- 
ment wished the Bill should pass they 
ought to have used some efforts to put it 
in a shape more suitable for passing into 
law. 

Tue Duxe or ARGYLL wished to 
take that opportunity of expressing a 
very emphatic approbation of the gene- 
ral principle of the Bill, which, as the 
noble Marquess had observed, had been 
enshrined for many years in the legisla- 
tion of the country. That principle 
seemed perfectly clear—that when life, 
health, and morals were concerned Par- 
liament had a right to interfere; and 
life, health, and morals were concerned 


where young persons were employed for 


an excessive number of hours. As to 
the objection on the score of the defec- 
tive machinery of the Bill, it ought to 
be remembered that many shopkeepers 
had actually applied to Parliament to 
a them under universal compulsion, 
ecause as individuals they could not 
adopt it. If this Bill was passed, the 
result would be that there would be a 
large number of persons all over the 
country interested in seeing that the law 
was obeyed. He believed that by means 
of voluntary Associations, some of which 
had started and were in operation, the 
law would be carried into effect better 
than by police inspection. He hoped 
his noble Friend on the Cross Benches 
would not oppose the Bill on its further 
stages, and that it would pass their 
Lordships’ House. 


Motion agreed to: House in Commit- 
tee accordingly. 
Clause 1 (Short title) egreed to. 


Clause 2 (Commencement of Act). 


_ Eart BEAUCHAMP said, he thought 
it would be well that they should see 
how the Bill worked after a few years, 
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and therefore he would move to add at 
the end of the clause the words — 

“ To operate until the end of 1888 and to the 
end of the then next Session of. Parliament.’’ 

New Olause :— 

‘‘This Bill shall continue in force until 
the thirty-first day of December one thousand 
eight hundred and eighty-seven, or the end of 
the then next session of Parliament, and no 
longer.”’—( The Earl Beauchamp.) 

Lorp SUDELEY, on the part of the 
Government, said, there was no objection 
to the Amendment. 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 3 (Hours of employment in 
shops) agreed to. 

Clause 4 (Notice of hours to be given). 

Tus Eart or WEMYSS said, that it 
was absurd that a man should be re- 
quired to stick up the number of hours 
in his window, and he would therefore 
move that the clause be struck out. 


Moved, ‘‘To strike out Clause 4.”— 
(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Tae Eart or KIMBERLEY asked 
whether it was such a dreadful thing 
that a man should be required to put up 
the number of hours ? 

Tse Bisnor or CARLISLE (Dr, 
Goopwin) said, it might serve a good 
purpose. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR said, 
that there was some difficulty as to whe- 
ther the words in the clause meant the 
time of day or the length of the hours 
allowed. 

Lorpv ABERDARE observed, that the 
Factory Acts provided for the variation 
of hours, val he thought that it was 
reasonable that in this Bill there should 
be some rule providing for a similar 
variation in the business hours for shops. 

Lorp ASHBOURNE thought that it 
would be better to invent a new section 
than to tinker at the present one. He 
would suggest a short section providing 
that a notice should be hung in the 
shop referring to the Act and its prin- 
cipal provisions, and, in particular, 
saying that employés should not have 
more than 74 hours a-week of work. 

Tae LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
Herscnet) remarked, that the Bill was 
not a Government measure, although 
the Government had given it benevolent 
assistance. He thought that, perhaps, 
a better course would be to introduce a 
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provision io the effect that in every shop 
there should be hung up a statement of 
the number of hours. 

Tae Marquess or SALISBURY sug- 
gested that, as there seemed to be great 
uncertainty as to the meaning of this 
clause, it would be better to drop it. 


Clause (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 


Clauses 5 to 7, inclusive, agreed to. 


Clause 8 (Interpretation). 

Tae Eart or LIMERICK said, he 
rose to move an Amendment to exclude 
licensed houses and places of refresh- 
ment from the scope of the Bill. Those 
interested in such establishments had 
had no reason to suppose that they were 
going to be included in the action of this 
Bill until it had reached a late stage, 
nor had they been among the witnesses 
examined before the Committee. Even 
if it were desirable to include them in 
this Bill, he thought that they ought to 
have an opportunity of being heard. 
He had received a letter from a gentle. 
man who represented some of the largest 
hotels and refreshment places in Lon- 
don, stating that the effect of the pass- 
ing of this Bill as it stood would be 
absolutely the dismissing of every young 
person under 18 in their employment. 
They all knew that a number of boys 
were employed in large hotels at all 
hours of the day, very often waiting to 
be sent on messages more than actually 
working, but who would, nevertheless, 
come under the operation of this clause, 
and would thus be cast out of a respect- 
able employment. It was only owing 
to having had this matter thus put 
before him that he had ventured to pro- 
pose this Amendment. He thought that 
the large industries affected by this 
clause had hardly been treated fairly. 
To leave out these establishments from 
the scope of the Bill did not materially 
affect the principle of the Bill, and it 
would be easy to deal with them in a 
separate Bill in the next Parliament 
after the persons concerned had had 
an opportunity of expressing their 
opinions. 

Amendment moved, 

In page 2, line 22, leave out (“and includes 
licensed public houses and refreshment houses 
of any kind.’’)—(The Earl of Limerick.) 

. Tue Bisnor or TRURO (Dr. Witxin- 
son) said, he could not agree with what 


The Lord Chancellor 
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had been urged by the noble Earl. ‘He 
thought that they were especially bound 
to protect young Peres under 18 years 
of age in licensed houses and places of 
refreshment. With reference to what 
had been said by the noble Marquess 
(the Marquess of Salisbury), he would 
express a hope that moral lessons would 
not only be given by the Episcopal Mem- 
bers of the Foss, but also by the other 
Members. He thought their Lordships 
read a moral lesson to the House of 
Commons in the way in which they dealt 
by the Criminal Law Amendment 
Bill. 

Tue Marquess or SALISBURY said, 
he did not wish to be misunderstood, 
He certainly never meant to say that 
the House or its Members ought not to 
read moral lessons to any who might 
benefit by them; but Acts of Parlia- 
ment and sermons were two different 
kinds of composition, and he objected 
to Acts of Parliament which read only 
a moral lesson. 

Lord ABERDARE said, that the 
argument that the Bill would lead to a 
number of young persons being thrown 
out of employment had been urged at 
the time of the Factory Acts; but expe- 
rience showed that employers adapted 
their arrangements to the law. 

THe Eart or LIMERICK said, he 
would press his Amendment to a divi- 
sion. 

On Question, That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part uf the Clause? 
Their Lordsips divided ;—Contents 20; 
Not-Contents 5: Majority 15. 

The Report of the Amendments to be 
received 7o-morrow, and Standing Order 
No, XXXY. to be considered in order 
to its being dispensed with: Bill to be 
printed as amended. (No. 199.) 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS (SALE TO 
CHILDREN) BILL.—(No, 176.) 
(The Earl of Milltown.) 
SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

Lorv FITZGERALD, in moving that 
the Bill be now read a second time, ex- 
plained that the object of the measure 
was to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors to children under 13 years of 
age for their own consumption, 





185 Ventilation of the 
}Moved, *‘ That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
(The Lord FitzGerald.) 


“Lorp HARRIS asked whether a pub- 
lican who supplied liquor to a parent 
who gave it to his children would not 
be subject to the penalty ? 

Lorp FITZGERALD said, the Bill 
was. only directed against the sale of 
drink to children for their own consump- 
tion. 

Tue Marquess or SALISBURY said, 
that the sale to children of cider as well 
as beer would be prohibited by this ex- 
traordinarylegislation. Heremembered, 
when 12 years of age, often pulling up 
the river to Surley Hall and committing 
what, in the case of boys under 13, 
would now become the enormity of drink- 
ing cider to quench his thirst. Although 
the measure was an extraordinary one, 
it was not worthy of serious opposition, 
because he did not suppose that anyone 
would pay any attention to it if it were 
passed. 

Motion agreed to: Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House Zs-morrow, and Stand- 
ing Order No. XXXYV., to be considered 
in order to its being dispensed with. 


POST OFFICE (IRELAND)—NIGHT MAIL 
ARRANGEMENTS.—QUESTION. 

Tue Eart or LONGFORD (for the 
Earl of Betmore) asked the Postmaster 
General, Whether he had considered 
the possibility of sending the night mails 
from Enniskillen to England, Scotland, 
Dublin, &c., by rail, instead of, as at 
present, by road vid Omagh; and whe- 
ther he could state what would be the 
additional cost ? 

Toe POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Lord Wotverton) said, that he hoped 
to have been able to give the noble Earl 
a final answer to his Question; but the 
terms demanded by the Railway Com- 
pany for the performance of the new 
service had hitherto been such as to pre- 
clude a favourable consideration of the 
arrangement. He had, however, made 
acounter offer to the Company, which 
he trusted the Directors would see their 
way to accept. 


POST OFFICE—MAIL SERVICE TO 
CHINA BY CANADIAN PACIFIC 
RAILWAY.—QUESTION. 

Tae Eart or HARROWBY asked 
the Postmaster General, Whether any 
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decision had ‘been arrived at by Hor 
Majesty’s Government 'as to the proposal 
from Canada for a British mail service 
from re net to China, Japan,‘ and 
India, by the route of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway? ; 

Tae POSTMASTER GENERAL 
(Lord Wonverton) said, that the ques- 
tion, which was one of great importance, 
had been under the consideration of an 
Inter-Departmental Committee, which 
had not, as yet, reported. He could not, 
therefore, answer the Question of the 
noble Earl. 


PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—VENTILA- 
TION OF THE HOUSES OF PARLIA- 
MENT.—QUESTION. 

Tus Ear, or LONGFORD asked tho 
First Commissioner of Works, Whether 
a design for the construction and venti- 
lation of the sewers of the Houses of 
Parliament, submitted by Mr. H. R. 
Newton to Her Majesty’s Government, 
had been brought under the notice of 
the authority in charge of the drainage 
arrangements ? 

Tae FIRST COMMISSIONER (The 
Earl of Exern), in reply, said, that hehad 
received a very long letter from Mr. 
Newton with reference to the construc- 
tion and ventilation of the sewers of the 
Houses, and that he would take its eon- 
tents into consideration in conjunction 
with the suggestions of the Committee 
appointed by the other House to report 
upon the whole subject. 

House adjourned at a gests past 


Eight o’clock, till To-morrow, 
Three o’ clock. 


HQUSE OF LORDS, 
Wednesday, 23rd June, 1886. 


MINUTES.] — Pustic Birts — Committee — 
Report — Third Reading — Intoxicating Li. 
quors (Sale to Children) * (176), and passed. 

Solect Committee — Report—Parish Churches 
[No. 201}. 

Report—Third Reading—Parliamentary Elec- 
tions (Returning Officers) Act (1875) Amend- 
ment * (162); Land Tax Commissioners’ 
Names * (165); Returning Officers’ Charges 
(Scotland) * (173); Tithe Rent-Charge (Ex- 
traordinary) Redemption (174); West- 
minster Abbey Restoration * (183); Shop 
Hours Regulation (199-204). 

Third Reading — Medical Acts Amendment * 
(187) ; Customs * (175); Revising Barristers" 
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Appointment * (179); Revising Barristers 
(Ireland) * (180); Metropolitan Board of 


Works (Money) * (181); Public Works 
Loans (Tramways Ireland) * (182) ; Consoli- 
dated Fund (Appropriation) ; Public Works 
Lwvans * (188), and passed. 


ProvisionaL Onper Bu.ts—Second Reading — | 


Local Government (No. 4) * (171). 
Committee— Third Reading—Gas and Water * 
(136), and passed. 





TITHE RENT-CHARGE (EXTRAOR- 
DINARY) REDEMPTION BILL. 
(The Lord Sudeley.) 
(No. 193.) REPORT. 


Order of the Day for receiving the 
Report of the Amendments read. 


Moved, *“‘That the said Report be 
now received.”’— (The Lord Sudeley.) 


Lorv HARRIS said, that Clause 9, 
as originally framed, provided that cer- 
tain fees should be paid in equal pro- 
a by the titheowner and the 
andowner ; but yesterday morning there 
was a meeting at the Home Office, at 
which the right rev. Prelate (the 
Bishop of Peterborough), and the 
noble Lord opposite (Lord Sudeley) 
were present, and the result was that 
the noble Lord (Lord Sudeley) came 
down to the House last evening and 

roposed many Amendments to the 
Bill which had set aside the compro- 
mise which had been arrived at under 
which the expenses of carrying out the 
provisions of the Bill were to be equally 
divided between the titheowner and 
the landowner. The whole of those ex- 
penses were now thrown upon the land- 
owner, while it was left open to the 
Land Commissioners to fix any scale 
of fees they might think proper. He 
was told that if he asked their Lord- 
ships to support him in restoring the 
clause to its original form he would im- 


peril the passing of the Bill, and, 
therefore, he did not intend to divide 
the House upon the point, as he desired 
that the disgraceful scenes of riot and 
agitation which had arisen out of this 
question should not be renewed. He 


was anxious, however, to call their 
Lordships’ attention tv the way in which 
Bills were manipulated in a hurried 
manner in the last moments of a mori- 
bund Parliament. The measure pro- 
vided that whether the crop which was 
the subject of extraordinary tithe was 
grown or not in the future the land- 
owner should pay the extraordinary 
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tithe just the same. He did not think 

| that it was a wise act on the part of the 
| representatives of the Church to throw 
| the whole of these charges upon the 
| landowner. 

Lorp SUDELEY desired to explain 
the exact position of this Amendment. 
The House would remember that, owing 
to the difficulties which were raised on 
the second reading, arrangements were 
| made to hold a meeting of all interested 
| in the subject at the Home Office yester- 
day. Amongst the Amendments which 
were agreed to was this proposal— 
namely, that the landowners should pay 
the expenses incurred by the Commis- 
sioners in carrying out the provisions of 
the Bill. He would not attempt to 
argue with the noble Lord as to whe- 
ther the landowners or the titheholders 
would benefit most by the Bill, as 
there was considerable difference of 
opinion on this head; but, at any rate, 
it should be remembered, so far as the 
clergy were concerned, that little doubt 
existed that for a certain time their in- 
comes would be diminished, although 
eventually they might be the gainers by 
the charge being made permanent. The 
important point, however, was this— 
that when the matter came to be in- 
quired into, it was found that in the 
Tithe Commutation Act, which was a 
proper precedent to follow, it was the 
landowners who had to pay the expenses 
of carrying out the apportionment. If 
their Lordships would refer to 6 & 7 
Will TV. c. 71 s. 74, they would find it 
provided that such expenses— 

** Shall be borne and paid by the landowners 
and titheowners interested in the said award 
in such proportion, time, and manner as the 
Commissioners or Assistant Commissioners 
shall direct.” 


The Land Commissioners were strongly 
of the opinion that this precedent ought 
to be followed in the present case; 
and it was mainly on their recom- 
mendation that this proposal had 
been adopted. It must be borne im 
mind that, as he had stated the pre- 
vious night, this was not a Government 
Bill, and that they had only taken 
charge of it to forward what they be- 
lieved to be a fair compromise on behalf 
of all parties concerned. 

Viscount CRANBROOK said, he was 
glad that his noble Friend did not in- 
tend to divide the House; but he must 
join in the protest against the unrea- 
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sonable way in which that Bill had been 
brought before their Lordships. It came 
up to them in such a manner that no 
Amendments in it could be properly 
considered. For his own part, he 

ssively submitted in this case to what 
fad taken place; but he thought that 
the measure ought to have reached them 
at an earlier period of the Session. 
They had not even before them the evi- 
dence taken by the Select Committee 
of the other House on the subject, and 
their Lordships were putting themselves 
too much in the position of a mere Re- 
gistry of the decrees of the House of 
Commons; and they ought to be care- 
ful how they gave farther encourage- 
ment to that tendency. He was, how- 
ever, aware that the evils connected 
with the collection of extraordinary 
tithe had been great under the present 
state of things; and, hoping that that 
measure might lead to peace and cause 
no great diminution of income to the 
clergy, as a landowner he was ready to 
submit to its passing. 

Motion agreed to. 


Amendment reported (according to 
order); further Amendments made: 


Then Standing Order No. XXXY. 


considered (according to order) and dis- 
pensed with: Bill read 3*, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 203.) 


SHOP HOURS REGULATION BILL. 
(The Lord Sudeley.) 
(No. 199.) REPORT. 

Order of the Day for receiving the 
Report of the Amendments read. 

Moved, ‘‘ That the said Report be now 
received.””—( Zhe Lord Sudeley.) 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS, in rising to 
move, as an Amendment— 

“That it is not desirable to proceed further 
with this Bill until the evidence upon the sub- 
ject taken by the Select Committee of the 
House of Commons has been communicated to 
this House,”’ 
said, that that measure had been brought 
before their Lordships under such cir- 
cumstances and in such a way that, 
considering the importance of the sub- 
ject, as affecting the retail trade of the 
whole Kingdom, it was not desirable 
that the Bill should now proceed fur- 
ther. It had been hurried through the 
other House at the close of the Session ; 
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it stood for a second reading by their 
Lordships before most of them had even 
seen it in print; it was presented to 
them without their having had an op- 
portunity of seeing the evidence upon 
which it rested; and they were now 
asked to rush it through in the last 
hours of an expiring Parliament. The 
Bill, if passed, could only be carried 
out by a system of espionage; he be- 
lieved that it was unworkable, and that 
those who were pushing it forward 
knew that it was unworkable, but they 
hoped when it was found to be so that 
they would be able to insist on dealing 
with adult labour by the same kind of 
legislation as they now sought to deal 
with the labour of young persons. A 
main reason for the existence of the 
House of Lords was that it should be a 
check on crude and hasty legislation. 
The country would be disappointed if 
the Lords did not act as a Court of Ap- 
peal on legislation of this character, and 
insist that full knowledge and time 
should be given for the consideration of 
a Bill of such a grave character. The 
agitation on this subject had been or- 
ganized by Mr. Sutherst, standing coun- 
sel to the Salvation Army, and its object 
was, not to limit the hours of labour of 
persons below 18, but ‘effectually to 
reduce the hours of labour in shops and 
similar places.”” That meant the shut- 
ting up of shops and interfering with 
adult male labour, which was a new 
principle. If their Lordships passed 
this Bill in its present crude form, and 
without any prospect of its being 
brought into actual operation, they would 
before the end of next Session have a 
Bill to regulate all labour in shops. 
That would be an intolerable tyranny, 
an intolerable interference with the 
trade of this country. When he and 
those who agreed with him raised this 
question they were met by moral lessons 
from the Episcopal Bench and from a 
lay Bishop, the noble Duke (the Duke 
of Argyll), and were told that the prin- 
ciple of the Bill was in the Factory Acts. 
But their Lordships ought to have be- 
fore them the evidence upon which the 
measure rested. The Chairman of the 
Shopkeepers’ Defence Association wrote 
to him to say that though over 60 wit- 
nesses had been examined before the 
Committee of the House of Commons, 
only seven were examined on the side 
he represented. The probability, there- 
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fore, was that if the evidence was before 
their Lordships they would find it to be 
unsatisfactory. The Committee was not 
unanimous. A counter Report was 
drafted and laid before the Committee 
by Sir James Fergusson, in which it 
was stated that some of the witnesses 
expressed a willingness to accept the 
Bill as a step in the right direction. 
His experience was that steps in the 
right direction were strides in the wrong. 
The conclusion to which Sir James Fer- 
gusson came was that the evils com- 
plained of were not so great as to re- 
uire a legislative remedy. The Factory 
Tespastons themselves said that the Fac- 
tory Acts had no bearing on the labour 
employed in shops. He was not opposed 
to the principle of the Bill, but he looked 
to its practical effect. He did not be- 
lieve that this Bill would be good for 
the young people themselves. Practi- 
cally, kindly feeling, philanthropy, and 
the pressure of public opinion were 
effecting all that the Bill aimed at. The 
noble Karl concluded by moving the 
Amendment which stood in his name. 


Amendment mored, 


To leave out all the words after (“That ’’) 
and insert (‘it is not desirable to proceed far- 
ther with this Bill until the evidence upon the 
subject taken before the Select Committee of 
the House of Commons has been communicated 
to this House.”’)—( The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Lorp ELLENBOROUGH said, that 
he objected to the Bill because its effect 
would be to close shops in poor districts 
at times when they were now kept open 
to suit the needs of the inhabitants. 

Tux Douxe or ARGYLL said, that 
the noble Earl (the Earl of Wemyss) 
had referred tc him as a member of a 
Society for promoting the objects of this 
Bill. He had not been a member of 
that Society, because he had made it a 
rule in his public life never to join any 
Society whatever of a political character, 
for he had ascertained that membership 
of such a Society almost always con- 
verted a man, otherwise sensible, into a 
fanatic. For that reason it would have 
been better if his noble Friend had not 
joined and become Chairman of another 
Society, for in his speech that night his 
noble Friend had shown himself to be 
a lay fanatic. Although he knew no- 
thing of the Society to which the noble 
Earl had referred, he did know some- 
thing of the Gentleman who was in 
charge of this Bill in ‘ another place ” 


The Earl of Wemyss 
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—Sir John Lubbock. He was one of 
the most eminent men in the country, 
and by no means a man who would take 
up a measure of this kind from any feel- 
ing of fanaticism, but one who would 
deal calmly and coolly with the evidence 
before him. The noble Earl denounced 
the principle of this Bill, denying that 
it had any analogy to the Factory Acts. 
To his mind the Bill contained exactly 
the same principle as the Factory Acts. 
Every large shop might become a fav- 
tory, though, no doubt, it was an exten- 
sion of the principle of factory legisla- 
tion to apply it to shops. The question 
was whether the evidence before them 
justified that extension. 

Tue Eart or WEMYSS: There is 
no evidence. 

Tue Duxe or ARGYLL: Although 
they had not the evidence taken by the 
Select Committee of the House of Com- 
mons before them, they knew perfectly 
well, from the discussions which had 
taken place in the public Press, that the 
attendance of young persons, and espe- 
cially of young women and girls in shops, 
was sometimes very great indeed and 
most injurious. Under these circum- 
stances, he trusted that their Lordships 
would not be induced by the somewhat 
fanatical denunciations of the noble Earl 
to reject the Bill. 

THe Marqvess or SALISBURY 
wished to say that le was guided in 
this matter by the principle which he 
enunciated last night. The principle of 
this Bill was sound. It was a principle 
which had again and again been sanc- 
tioned by the Legislature, and he did 
not feel justified in rejecting a Bill of 
which the principle was sound unless 
some specific evil or inconvenience could 
be shown to be likely to result from it. 
In the present case no evil or incon- 
venience had been shown as likely to 
be produced by the Bill, and, therefore, 
in his opinion, there was no ground for 
rejecting the measure. 


On Question, That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the Motion? 
Resolved in the Affirmative: Amendments 
reported accordingly. 


Standing Order No. XXXV. con- 
sidered (according to order), and dis- 
pensed with: Bill read 8*, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 204.) 
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INTOXICATING LIQUORS (SALE TO 
CHILDREN) BILL.—(No. 176.) 
(The Earl of Milltown.) 
COMMITTEE, 


House in Committee (according to 
order). 

Clause 1 (Sale of liquors to children 
to be illegal). 

Amendment moved, in page 1, line 8, 
leave out (‘‘supplies’’) and insert 
(‘sells ”).—( The Earl of Milltown.) 


Tue Marquess or SALISBURY said, 
he did not think that the Bill would in- 
crease the admiration which was felt for 
such specimens of legislation as that 
under consideration ; but he thought the 
Amendment now proposed would meet 
objections which were felt in many 
quarters to the Bill, and, therefore, he 
did not propose to offer any opposition 
to its passing. 

Te Bisnor or PETERBOROUGH 
(Dr. Macs) said, that while he was as 
strongly in favour of temperance as any- 
one could possibly be, yet he deprecated 
polemical legislation of the kind, and 
the passing of laws to enforce morality 
by means of severe penalties. He was 
aware of the obloquy to which he had 
exposed himself on previous occasions 
by advocating that view; but he felt 
bound to express his extreme objection 
to legislation which connived at pro- 
moting morality by penal enactment. 
It was not the duty of the State to en- 
force religion or morality by statute. 
He thought it a perilous course, and 
feared they were coming to a time in 
which more and more legislation of that 
character would be attempted. Without 
saying that the State could never so 
interfere with advantage he thought 
the circumstances were rare, much rarer 
than was commonly supposed, when it 
could safely act in that way. The en- 
foreement of morality by penalty was 
open to two great dangers. If they 
made the penalties severe they would 
be likely to lead to a violent reaction in 
the direction of immorality. If they 
remembered how the attempts to force 
religion on people in the time of the 
Puritans led to the laxity which pre- 
vailed under the Restoration, they could 
not feel much encouraged to proceed on 
similar lines to any great extent. There 
was another serious danger also. The 
attempt of the State to enforce moral 
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precepts by law would be likely to 
destroy the self-restraint of individuals, 
by teaching them to rely upon the State 
for that whieh every individual should 
do from his own sense of right. He 
confessed that he felt that the effect of 
carrying prohibitive legislation to the 
extent of the Bill before the House 
would be far different from what the 
promoters anticipated. History, he be- 
lieved, showed that most of the great 
evils from which society had suffered 
had resulted from the State trying to 
do the work which the Church should 
have done, and also from the Church’s 
attempting to do that which should 
have been done by the State; and he 
feared they were now doing many things 
by the State which ought to be left to 
the Church. That was not the first 
occasion in which he had upheld a 
reasonable and common-sense policy in 
opposition to purely fanatical views. 
He, nevertheless, believed that a man 
was more safe in kicking over a hornet’s 
nest than in encountering a fanatic. 

Lorp ABERDARE observed, that the 
right rev. Prelate might have gone a little 
further and said whether he opposed 
all legislative efforts in the direction of 
the promotion of temperance. The 
question before the House was whether 
young children were to be supplied with 
drink for their own consumption. 

Viscount CRANBROOK said, that 
that was just what the Bill did not pre- 
vent. What it did prevent, however, 
was children fetching beer in their own 
jugs for the use of their parents, who, 
being poor people, did not keep servants 
and who were unable to fetch it them- 
selves. 

Toe LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
HERscHELL) supported the Amendment, 
pointing out that the clause as it stood 
in the Bill would render possible the 
prosecution of an hotel waiter who 
should pour out a glass of wine for a 
child at the bidding of the parent. 

Tue Duxe or ARGYLL said, he be- 
lieved the great evil existed both in 
England and Scotland in sending young 
children to publie-houses to get spirits. 
He did not agree with the view ex- 
pressed by his right rev. Friend (the 
Bishop of Peterborough) as to the in- 
tention of Parliament in promoting 
legislation of this sort. The object of 
Parliament in passing some of these 
measures was for the protection of 
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society against one of its greatest dan- 
gers. With respect to the Bill now 
before their Lordships, however, so far 
as he read it, it would be a very in- 
effective measure. There was no ma- 
chinery whatever by which the public 
could ‘test the intention of the child. 
The object aimed at by the Bill, how- 
ever, was fairly open to the considera- 
tion of Parliament. 

In answer to Viscount Cransroox, 

Tuz. LORD. CHANCELLOR ex- 
pressed the opinion that prosecutions 
would only be successful in cases in 
which liquor was supplied to children 
and consumed by them on the premises. 
What the promoters of the measure 
desired was to prevent children from 
“tippling ” in public-houses. 

HE Marquess or SALISBURY 
thought that words ought to be inserted 
declaring that to constitute an offence 
the consumption of the liquor must be 
permitted on the premises. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Standing Order No. XXXV. considered 
(according to order), and dispensed with : 
Amendments reported: Bill read 3*, with 
the amendments, and passed, and sent to 
the Commons; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 205.) 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL.—(No. 198.) 
(The Lord FitzGerald.) 

Oommons reasons for disagreeing to 
some of the Lords amendments con- 
sidered (according to order). 

Commons reasons for disagreeing to 
amendments made by the Lords as far 
as the amendment in page 4, line 40, 
read. 

Moved, ‘‘That this House doth not 
insist on the amendments to which the 
Commons have disagreed.’’—({ The Lord 
Fits Gerald.) 


Motion agreed to. 


Lorp FITZGERALD said, he wished 
also to move that the House do not 
insist on its Amendment cutting out 
Olause 11, which gave compulsory 
powers of purchase. This clause was 
the backbone of the Bill, and if its 
omission was insisted on it would lead 
to its promoters abandoning the Bill 
altogether. 


The Duke of Argyll 


{LORDS} 









Hoved, ‘That this House doth notiin- 
sist on the omission of Olause ‘11.’ 
( The Lord Fitz Gerald.) 

Lorp ASHBOURNE said, he was 
desirous of seeing this Bill pass, which 
improved the machinery of the previous 
Labourers Act, and with that view he 
had not asked the House to insist on 
other Amendments. But this Clause 11 
was one that there had been difficulty in 
accepting, as it sought to amend legis. 
lation which had only been granted 
last August, and which had hardly 
been tried. His noble and learned 
Friend had not stated that in any single 
part of Ireland there had been any diffi- 
eulty in getting all the land that was 
asked for or required by simple agree- 
ment. When the Bill was before the 
House on a former occasion his noble 
Friend behind him stated that when 
asked to give by agreement some land 
near the town of Longford he at once 
consented, but he never heard anything 
more of the matter. It ought to be 
shown that all the means of getting 
land by agreement had been exhausted 
before they were asked to resort to com- 
pulsion. 

Tue Eart or BELMORE said, that 
those who took an interest in the matter 
were unwilling to stop the Bill. They 
were content to move some Amendments 
in order to make the clause more pre- 
cise. He would pe an Amendment 
to the effect that all reasonable efforts 
should be made to obtain the amount of 
land in the same locality by agreement 
or exchange. 

Lorpv FITZGERALD said, that he 
would accept the Amendment of the 
noble Earl. 

Amendment (Zhe Earl of Belmore) 
agreed to. 


Tue Eart or LONGFORD proposed 
that a Provisional Order on this subject 
should not take effect until it had been 
confirmed by Act of Parliament. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (The Earl of Krwsertey) hoped 
that the noble Earl would not insist on 
moving that Amendment, seeing the 
great trouble and expense which would 
be imposed on persons if they were 
obliged to come over to Parliament. 

Tue Marquxss or SALISBURY said, 
that the clause was of a very excep- 
tional character, and it was very impor- 
tant that Parliament should retain in its 
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own hands the power of deciding whe- 
ther that great and unusual authority 
was exercised properly or not. They 
knew that there were social difficulties 
in Ireland which might make Local Au- 
thorities not so uuwilling as they other- 
wise would be to sanction plans which 
might be oppressive to individuals. 

Tne Eart or LONGFORD said, that 
it would not be necessary that every 
case should be fought out in Parlia- 
ment; in fact, Provisional Orders were 
very rarely disputed. 

Lorp FITZGERALD said, that the 
provision of the Act which required per- 
sons to come to Parliament had been 
deliberately given up, and the sanction 
of the Lord Lieutenant and Privy 
Council had been deliberately substi- 
tuted as a sufficient protection. 


Amendment (Zhe Earl of Longford) 
(by leave of the House) withdrawn. 

On Question, ‘‘That this House doth 
not insist on the omission of Clause 11?” 


Resolved in the affirmative. 


Bill returned to the Commons, with 
the amendments. 


PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) ACT, 1885. 

Return of proceedings under the Purchase of 
Land (Ireland) Act, 1885, up to and including 
3ist May 1886: Ordered to be laid before the 
House.—( The Lord Ashbourne.) 


House adjourned at half past Five o’clock, 
till To-morrow, a quarter 
past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Thursday, 24th June, 1886. 


MINUTES.] — Pvunsiic Bruits — Report — 
Committee—Third Reading —Peterhead Har- 
bour of Refuge * (166), and passed. 

Select Committee—Report—Hyde Park Corner 
(New Streets). 

Provisionat OnpER Brri—Committee— Report — 
Third Reading —Local Government (No. 4) * 
(171), and passed. 


CUSTOMS DEPART MENT—REDUNDANT 
COLLECTORS.— QUESTION. 

Te Eart or LIMERICK asked Her 
Majesty’s Government, Whether the 
whole of the redundant collectors of 
Customs were provided for; and whe- 
ther the promotion of the collectors 
generally would now go on in the re- 
gular course ? 
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Stirling, Prison.” “898 
Tae PAYMASTER GENERAL (Lord 
TavuRLow), in. reply,. said, /‘that the 
matter, involving conflicting claims. of 
long standing, was a highly. technical 
one, and had been very fully gone into 
both by the Customs Department and the 
Treasury with the view of endeavouring 
to satisfy all those who were affected by 
it. It had been found impossible, to 
lay down any general, rule, and) it was 
therefore necessary to deal with each in- 
dividual case upon its own merits; but 
he hoped that in a short time provisions 
would be made which would be satis- 
factory to all parties concerned. 


CALSHOT CASTLE.— QUESTION. 

Viscount BARRINGTON asked Her 
Majesty’s Government, Whether, as re- 
ported, it was proposed to mutilate or 
destroy Calshot Castle; and, if so, whe- 
ther the evidence upon which the de- 
struction of so ancient a monument had 
been decided upon could be laid before 
this House previous to carrying out so 
unnecessary an act ? 

Tar UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Lord Sanpuurst) 
said, he could give the noble Viscount 
the assurance that no alteration. what- 
ever in regard to Calshot Castle was in 
contemplation. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND)—STIRLING 
PRISON.—QUESTION. 

Tue Eart or MAR ann KELLIE 
asked the Secretary for Scotland, Whe- 
ther it was the intention of the Prison 
Commissioners for Scotland to close the 
prison at Stirling on the 30th instant; 
and, if so, whether this step could be 
delayed until the opinion of the Local 
Authorities had been expressed on the 
subject ? 

Tuz SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Earl of Datnovuste) said, the Local 
Authorities had, perhaps, somé reason 
to complain in this ease. Representa- 
tions had been made to the Government 
on the subject; but he was not in a 
position to say anything further than 
that the prison would not be closed be- 
fore the end of next month. 

Lorpv BALFOUR maintained that in 
respect of the policy of the Aet of 1877 
the closing of this prison was a wholly 
new departure. It was the case of a 
prison being closed which was situated 
in a town where certain Courts were 
held. Stirling was the headquarters’ of 
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a Circuit, and it might be necessary to 
have a prison in Stirling. On no occa- 
sion had a prison been closed in a town 
where Circuit Courts were held. He 
wished to ask the noble Earl whether he 
was sure that the course he was taking 
in this matter was legal? He, for his 
part, held that it was illegal. The only 
section in the Act which provided for 
the closing of the prison was the 14th 
section, and it stated that after a prison 
had been closed, and after the £120 for 
each prisoner had been paid to the Go- 
vernment in respect of contributions it 
might make to the prison, the surplus 
should be handed over to the public 
authorities. The prison should be put 
up to auction, and the price obtained 
handed over to the county authorities. 
The noble Earl and the Secretary of 
State for War had arranged to hand 
over the prison to the War Office for the 
use of the nation, thereby depriving the 
county of Stirling of about £6,000. The 
value of the prison was about £12,000; 
and, in addition to the confiscation of 
this sum of £6,000, the burden of the 
local ratepayer would be increased, be- 
cause the locality would have to pro- 
vide two or three constables in order to 
make up for the abstraction of the con- 
stables engaged in conveying the pri- 
soners backwards and forwards to Edin- 
burgh and Glasgow. Besides, this 
journeying on the part of the prisoners 
was an unfair addition to the punishment 
of the prisoners. This new departure of 
the Government was a high-handed and 
unfair proceeding, and he hoped the 
noble Earl would say that he would not 
close the prison until at least the end of 
the present year. He thought the action 
also of the Prison Commissioners was 
authoritative and most unjust, and 
would result in great injury to Stirling, 
Clackmannan, and Perthshire. 

Tue Eart or DALHOUSIE said, he 
was afraid that he could not assent to 
the suggestion ofthe noble Lord. The 
doubts which the noble Lord had ex- 
pressed as to the closing of the prison 
had already been represented to him, 
and the Scottish Department were en- 
gaged in taking legal opinion on the 
matter. He assured the noble Lord that 
the Scottish Department would not act 
in the matter without clear grounds for 
doing so. Stirling Prison was on the 
list of prisons intended to be closed, as 
it was originally made out shortly after 
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the Act was passed. Therefore, he 
denied that the Government were fol- 
lowing any new policy in regard to this 
question. 


METROPOLITAN IMPROVEMENTS— 
HYDE PARK CORNER. 


OBSERVATIONS. 


Moved, ‘‘That the House do adjourn 
during pleasure.”’—( Zhe Earl Spencer.) 


Eart FORTESCUE said, he rose to 
call attention to the improvements at 
Hyde Park Corner. He complained 
that the beauty of Hyde Park Corner 
had been marred by the hasty manner 
in which a late First Commissioner of 
Works (Mr. Shaw Lefevre) had carried 
out the work. He directed the atten- 
tion of their Lordships especially to the 
practical inconvenience which arose from 
leaving Piccadilly so narrow opposite 
the entrance to Hamilton Place. If an 
additional 18 feet of width had been left 
at that spot the inconvenient blocking of 
the traffic would have been avoided. 
The traffic in that neighbourhood was 
increasing year by year, and he thought 
it was highly desirable that something 
should be done to obviate the continual 
blocks which were occurring. 


PARLIAMENT—THE DISSOLUTION. 
OBSERVATIONS. 


Lorp DENMAN said, he had to 
complain that Parliament::six months 
after the General Electioa, should be 
dissolved. If a different step had been 
taken by the present Government they 
might have avoided a Winter Session. 
It had been said that this Dissolution 
was inevitable; but his late noble and 
learned Relative used to say—‘‘If a 
thing be declared impossible it will 
happen in a fortnight.” What was de- 
clared “‘inevitable” was quite avoidable. 
A Dissolution would not only interfere 
with the harvest, but also with the Lon- 
don season, and with everything that 
had to be discussed. The Women’s 
Suffrage Bill stood in ‘‘ another place” 
for June 30, and the Bill in this House 
for July 8. The Butter Substitutes 
(Regulation of Sale) Bill was also de- 
layed, and it was meant to alleviate a 
competition by which farmers were al- 
most ruined. He (Lord Denman) be- 
lieved that if Her Majesty had been ad- 
vised to allow Parliament to be adjourned 
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instead of “ dissolved ” the people would 
have been deeply grateful. The noble 
Earl on the Cross Benches (the Earl of 
Wemyss) had in 1884 induced above 30 
Members of their Lordships’ House to 
promise to stay from the 15th of July till 
the time needed for the finishing of all 
Business; but the 10th of July cut all 
Business short. He (Lord Denman) re- 
marked that letters had been written by 
Peers naming certain candidates; but 
in the 3rd Volume of Hatsell’s Pre- 
cedents, page 63, there was the case of 
the Bishop of Carlisle brought before 
the House of Commons, and the right 
rev. Prelate was sharply censured as a 
Peer for expressing his wish in a letter 
as to one candidate. He named this, as 
it might embarass an Election Judge 
very much to decide what weight should 
be given to a mere Resolution of one 
House of Parliament. He had been 
very anxious to avoid seeming to dictate 
to the good sense of the electors relied 
upon by Her Majesty, and had last year 
written to a noble Lord, a near neigh- 
bour of his, not to be chairman of a 
meeting in Haddington. 

Tae Kart or WEMYSS: Who? 

Lorp DENMAN said, the Marquess 
of Tweeddale advertised to hear a speech 
by a right hon. Gentleman, a candidate 
for a division of Edinburgh. That was 
supposed by the noble Marquess not to 
be irregular; but in his speech the 
right hon. Gentleman attacked Lord 
Elcho, then a candidate for Hadding- 
tonshire, without being called to Order. 
He (Lord Denman) hoped that this in- 
terference would be very rare at any 
future Election. 

Tue Eart or FEVERSHAM said, he 
joined in the protest of the noble Lord. 
ile observed that some remarks had 
been made as to the interference by 
Peers in a Parliamentary Election con- 
stituting a breach of the Privileges of 
the other House; but it seemed to have 
been overlooked that the noble Earl the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
had himself set an example, by taking a 
prominent part in the election of the 
Prime Minister for Mid Lothian in 1880. 
He wished to call their Lordships’ at- 
tention to the unusual state of affairs. 
The Marquess of Hartington in his ad- 
dress called this a ‘‘ premature Dissolu- 
tion.” It was a premature Dissolution ; 
and he ventured to say that no precedent 
could be adduced for dissolving a Par- 
liament within six months of a General 
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| Election under circumstances like the 
present. The people of the country were 
appealed to by the Prime Minister, and 
yet he had placed no tangible and accu- 
rate statement of policy before them. 
He considered the Dissolution might be 
regarded in the light of a personal p/é- 
biscite. It was'a dangerous, he would 
almost say an unconstitutional, prece- 
dent. There was no necessity for it. 
The Government might have tendered 
their resignation, and Her Majesty 
might have had an opportunity of call- 
ing otber Advisers to her councils. There 
was a large section represented by Lord 
Hartington and others of the Liberal 
Party who might have been expected 
| to take Office. At all events, the various 
| Parties in the State had not been ex- 
hausted as regarded the formation of a 
Government. 

Motion agreed to: House adjourned 
during pleasure; and resumed by The 
Lorp CHANCELLOR. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with several of 
amendments agreed to, and several disagreed to, 
together with a reason for such disagreement : 
The said reason considered (on Motion): Moved 
not to insist on the amendments to which the 
Commons have disagreed ; on question, resolved 
in the afirmative. 
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BILL [H.L. | 
Returned from the Commons with the amend- 
ments to which the Lords have disa not 


insisted on, and the amendments made by the 
Lords to the amendments made by the Com- 
mons agreed to. 


House adjourned at a quarter past Eight 


o'clock, till To-morrow a quarter 
past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Thursday, 24th June, 1886. 


The House met at Three of the clock. 


| NEUES Gap Commirrer — Report — 

; Town Ho dings (No. 213]; Kitchen and 
Refreshment Rooms (House of Commons) 

| [No. 243}. 

| Privare Bru (by Order) — Third Reading 

| Shanklin and Chale Railway (Extension to 
Fresh water) put off. 

| Pustic Bitts—Second Reading —Committee—Re- 

|  port—Considered as amended—Third Readin 

'- "Tramways Order in Council (ireland 
[292], and passed. 
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Third Reading—Municipal Franchise (Ireland) | has been asked by my hon. Friend? It 
[*] [House counted out). is quite evident that the Bill ought to 

Pxovisiona, OrDER Bris ~Serend pey be postponed. 
Vonnneat (No 9)* {263}, Local Government | Mx. SPEAKER: If the Bill is op- 
(No. 10) * [269]; Local Government (No. | posed it will stand over necessarily 
11)* (277). until the next day of the sitting of the 

House. 

MOTIONS. Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.): Perhaps I 

may be allowed to repeat that, if the 

general sense of the House is in favour 
BELFAST MAIN DRAENAGE BILL, of the understanding that the clause 

RESOLUTION. which was inserted in the Bill on Mon- 

Motion made, and Question proposed, | day last shall not be got rid of in ‘‘ an- 
“That, in the case of the Belfast Main | Other place,” I should not feel disposed 

Drainage Bill, Standing Orders 243 and 247 | to insist upon my opposition to the third 

be suspended.”"—(Mr. Dodds) (for Sir Charles | reading of the Bill. 

Forster.) Sir JAMES M‘GAREL-HOGG (Mid- 


Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, S.): This is a | dlesex, Hornsey): I do not think that 
Motion to mh the Rlacdies Orders | the hon. Member for Sligo (Mr. Sexton) 
in order to enable the Bill to be read a has any right to make a proposal of that 
third time. Before we consent to that ee absence of the hon. Members 
course, I think we have a right to learn | OT Detast. ; 
from hon. Members who paraded: €) Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.) : T think 
for the introduction of the Bill what | the most simple way of dealing with tho 
course they intend to take hereafter in | question would be to allow the third 
regard to the important clause which reading to stand over until the com- 
was inserted in this Bill on Monday last, | mencement of the new Parliament, 80 as 
and which assimilates the Municipal to | allow the new P arliament to express 
the Parliamentary franchise in Belfast. | }8 Opinion whether the Bill ought to be 
We, in this part of the House, regard read a third time or not. Nothing what- 
that course as essential to the proper ever would be lost by taking that course, 
administration of the scheme embodied | 22d it would prevent any difficulty being 
in this Bill; and, therefore, before the raised with regard to this new clause in 
measure is read a third time, I feel it | the other House of Parliament. 
is my duty to ask the promoters of the | _ Mz. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) : 
Bill’ whether they intend to use their | 1 think that hon. Members below the 
influence to strike out the clause in ques- Gangway on the other side of the House 
tion in “ another place,” or whethcr they have a right to claim that there should 
are prepared to accept the decision at | be @ specific understanding in regard to 
which the House arrived on Monday in this measure. I cannot forget that when 
good faith? IfT receive an assurance | the understanding, which was supposed 
to that effect I shall be glad tu assent to | t? have existed in regard to the post- 
the third reading of the Bill; but if not, | Ponement of the Bill from the 3lst of 
I shall most certainly feel it my duty to | May, was before the House on Monday 
divide the House against the suspension last there was an absolute disagreement 
of tho Standing Orders. as to what the nature of that understand- 
N h . ing was. Indeed, it was questioned by 

[No one rose to answer the question. ] | certain hon. Members whether there had 

Cotonet NOLAN (Galway, N.): May | been any understanding at all. I think, 
I ask whether the Question before the | therefore, that in what we decide upon 
House is not a Question of the suspend- | to-day there should be no repetition of 
ing of the Standing Orders ? | the misunderstanding which occurred on 

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. , Monday. 

Cotoyer NOLAN: Has Notice been| Mr. SPEAKER: The Question now 
given to the promoters of the Bill that | before the House is the suspension of 
it was intended to move the suspension | the Standing Orders. A subsequent 
of the Standing Orders ? Question will be ‘‘ That the Bill be now 

Mk. DODDS (Stockton): Yes. read a third time.” 

Cotoren NOLAN . Then, is there no| Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.): In the 
one here te answer the question which | absence of those who are entitled to 
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enter into an undertaking I shall cer- 
tainly persist in my objection to the sus- 
pension of the Standing Orders. 
Question put. 
Mr. SPEAKER inquired who were 
the Tellers for the Ayes ? 


[No answer. ] 
Mr. SPEAKER: If there are no 


Tellers there can be no division. 

Sm JAMES M‘GAREL-HOGG: I 
will tell for one. 

Viscount FULKESTONE (Middlesex, 
Enfield): And I for another. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Then I name as the 
Tellers for the Ayes, Viscount Folke- 
stone and Sir James M‘Garel-Hogg, 
and as the Tellers for the Noes, Mr. 
Sexton and Mr. Howard Spensley. 


The House divided :—Ayes 36; Noes 
63: Majority 27.—(Div. List, No. 142.) 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Order of June 21st, ‘“‘ That as regards Private 
Bills to be returned by the House of Lords, with 
Amendments, such Amendments be considered 
on the next sitting of the House after the day 
on which the Bill shall have returned from the 
Lords,’’ read, and discharged. 

Ordered, That as regards Private Bills already 
returned (or to be returned this day), with 
Amendments, such Amendments be considered 
forthwith.—({Sir Charles Forster.) 


TRAMWAYS ORDER IN COUNCIL 
(IRELAND) BILL [Lords]. 


RESOLUTION. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Order of the House of the 2st 
June, referring the Tramways Order in Council 
(Ireland) Bill [ Lords) to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills be read, and discharged.” 
—(Mr. John Morley.) 


Mr. BIGGAR, (Cavan, W.): I wish 
to know, Sir, whether this Bill is a 
Private or a Public Bill, and whether 
or not, if nothing further is done with it 
now, it will be taken in the new Par- 
liament atthe stage which it has reached 
at present, or whether it will lapse with 
the termination of the Session? I en- 
tertain strong objections with regard to 
some of the provisions of this measure, 
and I think it is desirable, if possible, 
that some of the persons who are inte- 
rested in the matter should have an 
opportunity of being heard, so that. they 
may give their reasons for opposing this 
tramway line. On the other, hand it 
is also desirable that the promoters of 
the Bill should have an opportunity of 
giving their reasons in favour of. the 
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scheme. My own opinion is that the 
landlords in the localities which are 
affected by the measure should be made 
liable forone-halfof the guarantee as well 
as the tenants. By this Private Bill, as 
it now stands, the occupiers will be called 
upon to pay the whole amount of the 
guarantee payable under this measure. 
I think it is only fair that the landlords 
should pay their fair proportion. If it 
is decided that this Bill is a Public Bill, 
and that it will lose the position it now 
occupies in the event of a Dissolution, I 
think it will be an exceeding awkward 
thing to prevent it from having an op- 
portunity of going before a Select Com- 
mittee. On the other hand, if it is 
simply in the position of other Private 
Bills, I think there would be a general 
agreement to allow it to be read a second 
time now, on the understanding that no 
further stage shall be taken, but that 
it will come before the new Parliament, 
so that an opportunity should be afforded 
to all persons who are interested in the 
locality to show whether the provisions 
of the measure are of a nature which 
will justify the House in passing them 
into law or not. If the Government will 
afford me an opportunity of moving an 
Instruction to the Committee to-morrow, 
or of opposing the clause to which I par- 
ticularly object, I shall raise no further 
objection to the a ge now made. 
Allthat I wantis that a fair opportunity 
should be afforded to the House for 
saying whether or not it will insist that 
all the guarantees in connection with 
this proposed tramway shall be paid by 
the tenants, and no portion whatever by 
the landlords. What I wish now to 
ask you, Mr. Speaker, is this— Whether 
or not this is to be treated as a Private 
Bill, or as a Public Bill; whether, in 
the event of its being held to be a Pri- 
vate Bill, it will come before the new 
Parliament in the position it nuw occu- 
pies; and whether, in the event of its 
being held to be a Public Bill, it will 
lapse entirely with the Dissolution about 
to take place in the same way as other 
Public Bills? 

Mr. SPEAKER: In reply to the 
question of the hon. Member, I have to 
say that this is essentially a Public Bill, 
and, therefore, that it will Japse entirely 
with the Prorogation. If it bad been 
simply a Provisional Order Bill, it would 
necessarily partake of the nature of a 
Public Bill; but, in my judgment; it is 
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something more than a Provisional Order 
Bill, and the character of its provisions 
is such that it is essentially a Public 
Bill. 

Dra. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): Per- 
haps the House will allow me to say 
that I have presented a considerable 
number of Petitions from my consti- 
tuents in favour of this Bill. The mea- 
sure itself runs through the heart of my 
constituency. [A laugh.| Hon. Mem- 
bers may laugh; but this is the first 
attempt I have ever made to carry auy 
Bill through this House, and if, in doing 
so, | am guilty of any mistake, I hope 
the House will pardon me. This scheme 
has been under the consideration both 
of this House and of the House of Lords 
for a very considerable time—I believe 
something like two years—and during 
that time the persons who first of all 
drew up the scheme—people who have 
been called upon to furnish the guaran- 
tees for carrying forward the measure, 
and the majority of whom are certainly 
the very reverse of wealthy—have sub- 
scribed upwards of £7,000; and, out of 
that sum, up to the present time from 
£38,000 to £4,000 still remains at this 
moment in the hands of the trustees, and 
is, at any rate, the money of the per- 
sons who have to furnish this guarantee. 
It certainly appears to be extremely 
hard that a scheme of this sort, which 
was brought forward four years ago, and 
for which the people of the county of 
Cork were begged to subscribe their 
money, should be treated in this way, 
and that the scheme should be hung up 
from time to time to suit the pleasure of 
the opponents of the measure. I may 
inform the House that the principal 
opponents of the scheme are the Cork 
and Macroom Railway Company. That 
Company have done their utmost on 
every occasion, and by every means, to 
oppose the scheme on the ground that 
if it were carried out it would injure 
their own material interests. Perhaps 
I may be allowed to give the simple 
history of the scheme, which has had to 
fulfil many conditions. In the first place, 
it had to pass the Cork Grand Jury. It 
passed that ordeal satisfactorily, not 
only onee, but twice. It had also to 
pass the Cork Board of Guardians and 
the Cork Town Council, and it was sue- 
cessful in eachinstance. Now, the Cork 
Grand Jury, we all know, contains within 


itself gentlemen of the aristocratic type 


Mr. Speaker 


{COMMONS} 





Council (Ireland) Bill. 208 
and order; nevertheless, this scheme has 
been twice passed by that Body, and 
also by the Cork Town Council, which 
is an essentially democratic Body, and 
by the Cork Board of Guardians. It 
then went before the Privy Council of 
Ireland, who also passed it. It has, 
consequently, fulfilled all the condi- 
tions that are necessary. When I 
was asked to take up the scheme, I 
must confess that I did not decide 
upon doing so hastily. Although I 
felt that the scheme might be of ma- 
terial advantage to my constituents, 
I determined that I would not have 
anything to say to it until I had ascer- 
tained what the feeling of those persons 
who were most materially affected by it 
was. I consulted the gentlemen who 
were asked to guarantee the scheme, 
and I received from a large majority 
assurances in favour of the measure. 
When I last happened to be in Cork, I 
took a kind of p/ébisctte of the guarantors 
in every district; and perhaps the House 
will allow me to state what the result of 
that plébiscite was. In the district of 
Blarney there are 98 rated occupiers 
who would be required to furnish the 
guarantee, with a total rateable qualifi- 
cation of £7,097. Out of that number 
I find that 65 were in favour of the Bill, 
and 33 against it. The 65 in favour of 
it possess a rating qualification of 
£5,748; whereas the 33 occupiers and 
freeholders who were either neutral or 
against the Bill, or whose spinions are 
unknown, only represent a_ rating 
qualification of £1,349. In Ballin- 
collig there is only one gentleman who 
would be called upon to furnish a gua- 
rantee, hardly any of the ratepayers 
being within the area of taxation in the 
district, and that gentleman is in favour 
of the scheme. In Coachford there are 
167 in favour of the Bill, with a rateable 
qualification of £8,232 6%. 9d., as com- 
pared with 47 against it, and a rateable 
qualification of £1,737 6s. In Farsan 
and Macroom, through which districts 
it is proposed that the tramway shall ae- 
tually run, it is found that the people 
who may be called upon to guarantee it 
are naturally not so favourable to the 
scheme. That is easily explained. We 
know perfectly well that in all schemes 
of this nature, where it is proposed to 
run a tramway line, or a light railway, 
through a particular district, there are 
a certain number of people who would 
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be called upon to furnish the guarantee 
who would not be so materially helped 
by the scheme as those who live in other 
areas. In this case, the consequence is 
that in Farsan there are only five rated 
occupiers in favour of the Bill, with a 
rated qualification of £249 10s.; whereas 
there are six, or a majority of one 
against the Bill, who command a rating 
qualification of £404 in the district of 
Farsan. There already exists a rail- 
way running direct to Cork, and it can- 
not be expected that the people of Ma- 
croom would be so much in favour of the 
construction of this railway as other 
persons who would derive very material 
benefit from it. In Macroom there is a 
majority of 11 against the scheme. 
There are 12 rated occupiers, repre- 
senting a rating qualification of £630 7s., 
in favour of the Bill ; whereas there are 
against it 23, with a rateable qualifica- 
tion of £1,164 10s. In the district of 
Shandangan, which lies to the North, 
the population would be equally bene- 
fited, although not in the same way, as 
the districts which lie on the coach road 
to Blarney. In Shandangan, 26 rated 
occupiers, with a rateable qualification 
to the extent of £1,424 7s., are in favour 


of the scheme, as against two rated occu- 
piers, with a rateable qualification of £85, 


who are against it. ‘The total result is 
this. There are 276 rated occupiers, 
with a rateable qualification amounting 
to £16,313 6s. 9d., in favour of the Bill, 
and 111, with a rateable qualification of 
£4,739, against it. Consequently, there 
is a majority of 165 rated occupiers in 
favour of the Bill, and an excess of 
rateable qualification to the extent of 
£11,573 10s. 9d. That is the result of 
the plébiscite which I have taken. I 
think these facts speak for themselves. 
The measure has been taken up as a 
Publie Bill. If it had been introduced 
as a Private Bill, I eould easily under- 
stand the objections which might be 
raised to it by private individuals. They 
would object for many and various rea- 
sons, and probably to a large extent from 
motives of a purely private character, 
because, undoubtedly, private reasons 
do frequently influence individuals in re- 
gard to measures from which they are not 
likely to derive any particular material 
benefit. But I feel bound to maintain 
that, taking this Bill as it stands, and 
considering the benefit it is likely to 
confer upon the distriet which will be 
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served by it, remembering also the de- 
pressed times through which we are 
passing, and considering further that a 
large class of unfortunate labouring peo- 
ple are at the present moment driven to 
the verge of starvation—taking all these 
things into consideration, I cannot help 
feeling thathon. Members who aretaking 
upon themselves to oppose the Bill, sup- 
ported as it is by the vast majority of 
the people of the district through which 
itis to pass, and who are alone to furnish 
the guarantee, are entailing upon them- 
selves a serious responsibility. I know 
this district thoroughly, and I am con- 
vinced that this light line of railway, if 
its construction be sanctioned by Par- 
liament, will not only pay interest upon 
the capital expended upon it, but will be 
of vast benefit, not only to the population 
generally, butespecially to the labouring 
classes, in this time of deep and general 
distress. 

Me. O’HEA (Donegal, W.): I am 
very much inclined to support the view 
of the hon. Member for Cavan (Mr. 
Biggar) respecting this and cognate 
measures—namely, that the guarantee 
and the burden of taxation is allowed 
to rest unduly upon the tenants, and 
that the landlords entirely escape. But, 
after having heard the figures which 
have been quoted by my hon. Friend 
the Member for Mid Cork (Dr. Tanner), 
and being quite satisfied that the people 
of this district earnestly desire that this 
scheme should be carried out, I feel 
bound to give the measure my support. 
I am informed that all the Representa- 
tives of the county of Cork are in favour 
of the scheme; and when we find that 
the people of the district, who are cer- 
tainly the best judges of their own 
affairs, desire the Bill; when the Re- 
presentatives of the locality share the 
views entertained by their constituents, 
who, they believe, will be benefited by 
the construction of the line, we have 
before us strong reasons which ought 
to be quite sufficient to induce hon. 
Members to pause before they do any- 
thing that may impair the progress of 
the Bill or prevent the scheme from 
being carried out with as little delay as 
possible. There was another fact men- 
tioned by my hon. Friend which ought 
not to be lost sight of. In addition to 
the ultimate benefit which the district 
will receive from the construction of this 
line, there is also the fact that the 





211 


labouring classes at this moment are 
sadly in need of employment. By carry- 
ing out this work employment will be 
given in the coming winter. Instead of 
the labouring classes having to pass 
through an exceptional gloomy winter, 
employment will be found for them; 
and not only will they be able to pro- 
vide for their own wants by honest in- 
dustry, but the bulk of them will be 
prevented from becoming the recipients 
of outdoor relief. Having regard to 
the arguments which have been adduced 
by my hon: Friend in favonr of the 
Bill, much as I desire to see the land- 
lords compelled to pay their due pro- 
portion of taxation, [ am quite satistied 
that it will be of advantage to the 
locality if the Bill is passed as rapidly 
as possible. 

Tne SECRETARY vo rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowzzr) ( Wol- 
verhampton, E.): In the absence of my 
right hon. Friend the Chief Secretary, 
who is not able to be in his place this 
afternoon, I have been requested to 
communicate to the House what the 
views of the Irish Government are in 
reference to this Bill. It is not neces- 
sary that I should go into the details of 
the case, which are well known to many 
hon. Members. But the cireumstances 
of the case entail peculiar hardships 
upon the locality in which this line 
runs, and form a strong argument in 
favour of some alteration in our mode 
of doing business so far as Ireland is 
concerned. ‘This measure has passed 
through various stages both as a Private 
and a Public Bill, and it has now be- 
eome undoubtedly a Public Bill. I may 
state shortly that the scheme has been 
twice sanctioned under the provisions of 
the Tramways Act by the Grand Jury 
of the county of Cork, and it was then 
submitted to the Irish Privy Council, 
according to the provisions of the law. 
The Privy Council unanimously approved 
of the Order, and the matter was very 
fully discussed. It was next brought 
before the House of Lords, and the 
officials of that House made the mistake, 
last year, of treating it as a Private 
instead of a Public Bill. It was re- 
ferred to a Private Bill Committee, and 
the parties were put to the enormous 
expense of bringing over wituesses from 
Ireiand. Ultimately theSelect Committee 
rejected the Bill. Shortly afterwards 
the change of Government took place, 
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and representations were made to the 
authorities of the House of Lords, and 
the matter was considered by both sides 
of the House. The late Lord Chan- 
cellor (Lord Halsbury), and his Pre. 
decessor (the Earl of Selborne), were 
satisfied that a great error had been 
committed, and that it was a Public and 
not a Private Bill. It was therefore 
decided to re-commit the Bill, and to 
treat it as a public measure. It was 
passed without a division, and sent 
down to this House late in the Session. 
The consequence was that it was blocked, 
and finally lost. The Dissolution took 
place, aud the thousands of pounds 
which the unfortunate promoters had 
expended were thrown away. It has 
now been brought forward again this 
year as a Public Bill, and it has received 
the support of Earl Spencer, Lord Fitz- 
gerald, of the present Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland, and of Lord Ashbourne, the late 
Lord Chancellor, I am sure the House 
will not agree with the hon. Member for 
Cavan (Mr. Biggar) that this is a mea- 
sure upon which to raise the question of 
requiring the landlords to join in the 
guarantee in reference to future taxa- 
tion. I think it is only just to the 
promoters that the Bill should be al- 
lowed to pass after the tremendously 
expensive ordeal to which it has been 
subjected ; and it must not be forgotten 
that it comes down to us with the united 


support of the Noblemen whose names 
I have mentioned, of the present Go- 
vernment of Ireland, and of the late 


Government. Those who are now re- 
sponsible for the government of that 
country ask the House to pass the 
second reading and to suspend the 
Standing Orders in order that that 
course may be taken. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): I think there is a great deal of 
reason in what has been said by the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Treasury, and there was also a good 
deal in what was said by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mid Cork (Dr. Tanner), as to the 
want of employment for the labouring 
classes in the county of Cork at the pre- 
sent moment; but, at the same time, I 
think there can be no argument more 
dangerous for advocating a scheme of 
this kind than that of the existence of 
distress and the impossibility of finding 
employment for persons now out 
work. Ido not think that the House 
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ought to be called upon to entertain any 
scheme upon that ground ; but it ought 
tobe considered entirely upon its own 
merits, altogether irrespective of any 
distress that may exist. In regard to 
the Bill itself I have this remark to 
make—that it is one of a character 
which ought to be jealously watched, 
because the authorities have had no op- 
portunity of making themselves heard. 
The measure is not one which has 
achieved such an amount of success which 
renders it desirable that it should be 
hurried through Parliament, as it is 
now proposed to hurry it, without de- 
tailed examination. My hon. Friend 


below me—the hon. Member for Mid 
Cork (Dr. Tanner)—made a great deal of 


certain figures which he quoted in re- 
ference to the districts in the county of 
Cork which will be affected by the con- 
struction of this tramway; but those 
who are not as intimately acquainted 
with the county of Cork as he and I 
may not be able to appreciate the signi- 
fieance of this question. If, however, 
hon. Members will refer to a map, and 
examine the figures by the light of that 
reference, they will find that about the 
city of Cork there is much support to 
the scheme; in Blarney also there is a 
considerable amount of support; the 
people of Coachford also, whose doors 
the line is proposed to run past, are also 
in favour of it. But when you get fuar- 
ther off, and approach Macroom and 
other parts, it will be found that the 
scheme receives nothing like the same 
amount of support. Nevertheless, it is 
proposed to charge a large district with 
a heavy amount of liability with regard 
to this financial project, although in its 
entirety it is scarcely benefited at all. 
Places which are remote from this lino 
of tramway will receive no benefit what- 
ever from it, but will be saddled, not- 
withstanding, with a serious financial 
burden. I think that is altogether un- 
fair. If wesuspend the Standing Orders 
in the way in which it is proposed to 
suspend them now, what will be the 
effect? The Bill will go before the 
Examiners of Private Bills, who will be 
able to call the promoters before them. 
[Mr. Henry H. Fowrer: No; that is 
not so.] I understand that the Exa- 
miners would hear individual proprietors 
of property along the proposed tramway 


line, and also some of the shareholders 
of the Company. If it is to be treated 
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as a Private Bill, as I understand it is-— 

Mr. Henry H. Fowxer: No. j—it will 

e necessary to refer it to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. [If it is 
not to be treated as a Private Bill, the 
case is made worse, because not only 
would the promoters have an opportunity 
of being heard before the Examiners of 
Private Bills, but it would be open for 
other persons to complain of non-com- 
pliance with the Standing Orders, and, 
in some form or other, to ventilate the 
merits and demerits of the scheme. If 
that were done now, I have no doubt 
the result would be the same in this 
House as it was after the careful scrutiny 
which was made by the House of Lords, 
and which resulted in the decision that 
the Bill ought not to pass. We are 
asked now to do a very singular thing. 
The Government informed the House 
that it was intended to bring the Session 
to a close as rapidly as possible, and 
that in the meantime no contentious 
Business would be taken. Now, this 
Bill has been opposed over and over 
again. It admittedly contains matter 
of a contentious character, and we find 
the Government deliberately departing 
from their promise, and themselves push- 
ing contentious Business through the 
House at a moment when they had given 
hon. Members to understand that no 
contentious Business would be taken. 
They are even asking us to dispense 
with our own Standing Orders, which 
require that the Bill should go before 
the Examiners, and proposing that the 
Bill should be committed, in the Whole 
House, at once. I maintain that this is 
an extreme course to take; and unless 
the necessity were very great—a good 
deal stronger than itis on the present 
occasion—lI am of opinion that Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government are not justified in 
what they are doing. I assume, how- 
ever, that it will be useless to divide the 
House on the matter; but 1 am glad to 
have an opportunity of recording my 
protest against the course which the 
Government propose to take. 

Dr. COMMINS (Roscommon, 8.): 
This Bill is not now for the first time 
before the House, and its merits are not 
required to be gone into now, seeing 
that they have been amply discussed 
before. Indeed, the measure has been 
before the House on its merits since 
1884, and upon those merits there have 
been two decisions in its favour by the 
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Grand Jary of the county of Cork. The 
House are, therefore, aware that the 
persons who are intrusted with the care 
of the interests of the particular locality 
affected by the Bill have already twice 
decided that the Bill ought to be passed. 
The Town Council of the city of Cork 
and the Cork Board of Guardians, who 
are perfectly well acquainted with the 
wants of the locality, have also decided 
inits favour. In addition, it has received 
the approval of the Privy Council of 
Ireland. After all these decisions, and 
after all the occasions in which those 
who object to the scheme have had an 
opportunity of being heard against it, 
my hon. Friend the Member for Cavan 
(Mr. Biggar) asks now that some parti- 
cular individuals who have already had 
an opportunity of being heard shall be 
heard again, and be able to re-state 
their case in such a manner as to throw 
an enormous expense upon the promoters 
of thescheme. This Bill, which to some 
extent is a Private Bill, has now become 
a Public Bill; but, through a mistake 
on the part of the officials in ‘‘ another 
place,’ it was relegated back as a Private 
Bill, and the promoters were compelled 
to incur an expense of £2,000, seeing 


that they had to bring over 14 or 15 
witnesses to London, and to go into the 
merits of the Bill over again before a 
tribunal which I maintain, with all due 
respect, was not nearly so well qualified 
to come to a decision upon the scheme 
as the Grand Jury of the county of Cork 


or the Privy Council of Ireland. The 
expense of bringing witnesses from 
Ireland to this country is so great 
that the promoters were unable to 
eall some of their most valuable wit- 
nesses. Then I say that those who 
are opposed to the Bill have had an 
ample opportunity of being heard twice 
already, and that the matter has been 
decided against them, except in the 
single instance when the Bill was sent 
back to a Private Bill Committee by the 
House of Lords. On that occasion the 
promoters, almost without notice, were 
called upon to re-state their case, and to 
endeavour to prove it by witnesses who 
could only be brought from Ireland at 
an enormous expense. I think it would 
not only be a great hardship, but an act 
of great injustice, tothe promoters, who 
are only acting in the public interests, 
to impose upon them a repetition of the 
large expenditure already incurred. I 
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therefore think the best course is to 
accept the proposal of Her Majesty's 
Government and take the measure as 4 
Public Bill. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): As one of 
the Representatives of the county of 
Cork and a resident in the district 
which is proposed to be served by the 
construction of this tramway, I have 
great pleasure in supporting the Motion 
of the hon. Gentleman the Secretary to 
the Treasury, and I hope the House 
will assent to it. Of course, one must 
naturally expect opposition to a measure 
of this kind; but I take it that if the 
House were to adopt the course re- 
commended by the hon. Member for 
East Donegal (Mr. Arthur O’Connor), 
it would have the effect of requir. 
ing the merits of this Bill to be dis- 
cussed for a third or fourth time, 
whereas the opponents of the scheme 
have already had an opportunity on 
several occasions of stating their case, 
and the decision has been against them. 
The Board of Guardians of the district 
through which the tramway is to pass 
have unanimously passed resolutions in 
support of it. It is also strongly sup- 
ported by the Corporation of the city of 
Cork, who are well acquainted with the 
locality and the local requirements. I 
therefore think that a strong case in 
favour of it has been made out. The 
opposition to the Bill comes principally 
from the Cork and Macroom Railway 
Company, as has already heen explained 
by the hon. Member for Mid Cork (Dr. 
Tanner). That hon. Member is a Re- 
presentative of the district, and he would 
certainly not have supported it if he - 
did not believe that it would be for the 
benefit of the locality, that it is a scheme 
which will eventually pay, and that it 
will serve the material interests of his 
constituents. I have very great plea- 
sure in supporting the Motion. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(Mr. John Morley.) 


Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): I gather 
from the remarks of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite (the Secretary to the Treasury) 
that he objects to two propositions which 
have been made—namely, that he de- 
clines to agree to afford me an oppor: 
tunity to-morrow of discussing the pro- 


priety of throwing half the expense of 
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uarantee upon the landlords, in- 
wel of eosin the whole of it upon 
the occupoing tenants. He also objects, 
and perhaps not unfairly, to allow the 
Bill to be entirely lost, because he knows 
that it is practically impossible to have 
its merits considered at this period of 
the Session by a Select Committee. My 
appeal to the hon. Gentleman was that 
he should give us an opportuity to- 
morrow of considering whether it was 
not desirable to insert a clause in the 
measure which would allow part of the 
responsibility of the guarantee to be laid, 
where it ought to be laid, upon the land- 
owners as well as the tenants. It is 
notorious that this Bill was originally 
promoted by a large landowner in the 
county of Cork. Not only is that the 
case, but it is somewhat singular that 
so much stress should have been laid 
upon the faet that the Grand Jury of 
the county of Cork decided in favour of 
the scheme. I am credibly informed 
that the late High Sheriff laid the Bill 
before a Grand Jury altogether friendly 
to his views, and, in fact, that they 
came to a decision upon the representa- 
tions made to them by that gentleman. 
Sir George Colthurst, a former Repre- 


sentative of the county, was the High 


Sheriff by whom the measure was 
brought before the Grand Jury. Coach- 
ford, one of the points to which it is pro- 
posed to carry this railway, is a village 
about 15 miles from Cork. I would 
ask hon. Members to consider seriously 
whether it is desirable to encourage pro- 
jects for making light railways to the 
villages in all parts of Ireland ?—and yet 
that is really the gist of the proposal 
now before the House. I would fur- 
ther ask whether it is deemed advisable 
to encourage the construction of tram- 
ways to distant villages in competition 
with regular lines of railway already in 
existence and paying very small divi- 
dends? In regard to this projected line, 
it runs almost parallel with the Cork and 
Macroom Railway ; it is not more than 
five miles away from any part of it, and, 
consequently, it cannot be alleged that 
the district proposed to be served is very 
badly off for railway accommodation. 
Persons residing within a mile of Ma- 
croom would naturally continue to use 
the Macroom Railway as a mode of 
conveyance to Cork in preference to the 
proposed line, and yet they are to be 
made liable to find the guarantee for 
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this Bill. I would ask the Government 
if that is a proposal in support of which 
there can be any fair argument? As 
has been pointed out by my hon. Friend 
the Member for East Donegal (Mr. 
Arthur O’Connor), the Government, 
when they announced a Dissolution, 
gave a promise that no contentious 
Business should be taken. Now, this 
Bill certainly contains provisions of a 
highly contentious nature, and if they 
were allowed to be fairly fought out on 
their merits, I am satisfied that. they 
would be thrown out. My hon. Friend 
the Member for West Donegal (Mr. 
O’ Hea) talked about the construction of 
the line providing employment for the 
labourer. But are hon. Members pre- 
pared, in order to find employment for 
thelabouring classes to the extent of some 
£10,000, to tax the ratepayers perma- 
nently to the extent of £70,000? The 
serious part of the expense of a railway 
is incurred in providing rolling stock, 
rails, and other materials, whereas the 
cost of labour is only a small fraction of 
the entire expense. I maintain that the 
reasons which have been given in support 
of the Bill are altogether untenable, and I 
think Her Majesty’s Government ought 
to agree to my proposal, and afford an 
opportunity of considering the propriety 
of throwing the responsibility of supply- 
ing the guarantee upon the persons who 
are the real promoters of the scheme, 
and not of confining the burden of 
taxation solely upon the unfortunate 
occupying tenants. The landowners 
should undoubtedly bear their fair share 
of the expense, and perhaps it would 
teach them not to go in for these ex- 
pensive railway schemes. At any rate, 
their views in that direction would pro- 
bably be more moderate if they knew 
that they would be liable to incur their 
proper share of the expense. 

Tue SECRETARY ro tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowrzr) (Wol- 
verhampton, E.): The answer I have to 
give to the hon. Gentleman on behalf of 
the Government is simply this—that if 
we were to afford him the opportunity 
he asks for, the result would be merely 
to throw out the Bill. The House will 
only meet to-morrow for the purpose of 
being prorogued, and neither House will 
meet for the purpose of going on with 
Business. Therefore, to postpone the 
second reading of the Bill until to- 
morrow, would amount to the practical 
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throwing out of the Bill. I do not pro- 
to go into the merits of the case 
in. The local people are iu favour 
of it; the Loeal Authorities have twice 
over decided upon it; the Irish Privy 
Council has given its sanction to it; and 
the House of Lords, including two Lord 
Lieutenants, both the late and previous 
and present Lord Chancellor, and the 
Chief Secretaries past and present, in 
addition to the Members in this House 
who represent the district, have decided 
in favour of it. I hope, therefore, the 
House will not listen to the appeal 
which has been made by the hon. 
Member, but will do inthis matter what 
I consider to be justice to Ireland. 

Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.): I quite 
agree with the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Treasury in the conelu- 
sion to which he has arrived, and I would 
ask my hon. Friend the Member for 
Oavan (Mr. Biggar) not to persist with 
his opposition to the Bill. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): I 
think the hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
to the Treasury is somewhat mistaken in 
the statement he has made, that this Bill 
commands the universal assent of the 
locality through which it is to pass. The 
House has been familiar with the Bill 
since last year, and hon. Members who 
belong to the Party who sit on these 
Benches have reason to be familiar with 
it by reason of the fact that they were 
waited upon by two deputations of local 
ratepayers who came over from Ireland 
to make representations in regard to the 
Bill. One was a deputation from the 
tenants of Sir George Colthurst, who 
were naturally in favour of it, because it 
suited their personal convenience, and 
because this line of tramway—which I 
believe is really a bogus line—is to run 
past their houses, and will, of course, be 
of some benefit tothem. It was sup- 
ported also by the local landlord party, 
and by the Grand Jury, specially 
packed by Sir George Colthurst, who, in 
1884, was High Sheriff of the county of 
Cork, because the line is intended to 
benefit his own property, and will be of 
advantage to his tenants. He sent a 
deputation of tenant farmers to us, all 
of whom lived in the immediate vicinity 
of the proposed line, and, of course, they 
were in favour of it; but immediately 
afterwards a large deputation of tenant 
farmers came across who do not live in 
the immediate vicinity of the line, but 
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it. They distinetly told us that the Cork 
and Macroom Railway affords ample ag. 
commodation to the distriet ; 
they, therefore, objected to be burdened 
with taxation for it ; they maintained the 
line, if constructed, would never pay; 
and I think it is perfectly obvious that 
a narrow gauge line of railway of this 
nature, instead of being able to pay, 
will be adead loss. The consequence 
will be that it will have to be taken up 
by the Grand Jury as soon as it ceases 
to pay, and the community will be taxed 
to the extent, probably, of 1s. in the 
pound, simply for the purpose of gratify. 
ing the interests of Sir George Colthurst, 
who, at that time, was Member for the 
city of Cork, and his tenants. The hon. 
Member for West Mayo (Mr. Deasy), 
who is intimately connected with the 
county, is altogether opposed to the 
scheme. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): Will 
my hon. Friend allow me to interrupt 
him? I only wish to say that the hon, 
Member for West Mayo (Mr. Deasy) 
did oppose the Bill at the outset, but he 
has since withdrawn all objection and 
opposition. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: My hon. Friend 
the Member for West Mayo has ceased 
to bea Member for the city of Cork, and 
he does not trouble himself now about 
the affairs of that city. Probably it 
would have been different if he had re- 
mained one of the Representatives of 
that city. Not only did the hon. Member 
for West Mayo oppose the construction 
of this line, but the hon. Member for 
East Cork (Mr. Lane), who was not then 
a Member of this House, was also 
strongly opposed to it. 

Dra. TANNER: I must again inter- 
rupt my hon. Friend. The hon. Member 
for East Cork is one of the strongest 
aiders and abettors of this Bill. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY: I remember 
that the hon. Member who now repre- 
sents East Cork (Mr. Lane) distinctly 
stated last year that he had been led 
by error into supporting the Bill; 
but as soon as he found out the real 
nature of the measure, and the real in- 
tentions of the promoters, he at oncé 
communicated with my hon. Friend 
(Mr. Parnell), who was then the junior 
Member for the city of Cork, with 4 
view of inducing him to oppose the mea- 
sure, on the ground that it proposed to 
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durden the locality with an enormous 
annual charge. Already the local rate- 
yers are petitioning against the Bill. 
ns living in the locality, rated at 
$1,500 per annum, have petitioned 
against it, and are altogether opposed 
to it. Their contention is that this 
scheme, which is brought in under the 
provisions of the Tramways Act of 1883, 
is open to great objection, on the ground 
that there is no prospect of the line being 
able to maintain its way. The only thing 
that has been said in its favour is that 
its construction would involve the ex- 
penditure of money for the benefit of 
the labouring classes; but I contend 
that that is one of the greatest possible 
delusions from an economic standpoint. 
Suppose there are £20,000 or £30,000 
spent in the payment of wages among 
the navvies and other persons engaged 
in these works. The money may benefit 
the men who receive it, but the locality 
will be very little benefited. There may 
be a small temporary benefit, but in the 
end there would be a permanent charge 
on the rates. Thus the locality is to be 
taxed in perpetuity for the benefit of a 
small gang of navvies; and the navvies 
who construct lines of railways in Ire- 


land are not local navvies, but persons 
who come from a distance and go about 
in gangs from one public work to an- 


other. The idea that the construction 
of this tramway line will benefit the 
locality seems to my mind to be all 
moonshine. I am sorry that the hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury has supported the scheme, for I 
am perfectly certain that if he had 
had the opportunity of inquiring into 
the question he would have taken the 
opposite attitude. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.): 
My hon. Friend the Member for Mid 
Cork (Dr. Tanner) excited some laugh- 
ter when he said that this question was 
one which ran through the heart of his 
constituency ; but I maintain that it runs 
through the heart of Irish property gene- 
tally. I would ask hon. Members on 
both sides of the House whether there 
can be any doubt whatever as to the 
Irish feeling on this matter, or of those 
who represent the locality principally 
affected by the measure? If the Bill 
were decided by the vote of the Irish 
Members alone, I am satisfied that it 
would be carried by a very large ma- 
jority. 
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Mr. ARTHUR 0’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I would make an ‘appeal to 
hon. Members who are supporting the 
Bill to agree to the very reasonable pro- 
posal that that burden should be re- 
stricted to those who are to enjoy the 
benefit. There. are certain districts 
which are already within reach of a 
railway. Such districts will derive no 
benefit at all from the proposed line. 
They have signed a Petition against it, 
and they have moved against it not 
only this year, but in previous years. It 
is perfectly absurd that persons living 
within a mile of Macroom Railway Sta- 
tion, which is in direct communication 
with Oork, should be taxed in order 
that another line, of doubtful benefit, 
should be run in a district which is not 
theirs. If those who are in charge of 
the Bill will agree to exclude from the 
area of the measure Farsan and Ma- 
eroom, I am perfectly ready to with- 
draw the opposition to the Bill; but I 
cannot see how the House can in fair- 
ness insist in throwing the charge upon 
Macroom for a scheme which can in no 
way benefit it, and in respect of a 
railway service which they regard as 
no supplement whatever to their own 
line. These are the only two districts 
in regard to which there is any sub- 
stantial ground of objection ; but in re- 
spect of these two it seems to me un- 
reasonable that the promoters should 
refuse to modify their scheme. I would 
ask my hon. Friend below (Dr. Tanner) 
to say whether, if this Bill goes into 
Committee this afternoon, he will be 
willing to submit a limitation of the 
area of charge so as to exclude the dis- 
tricts I have mentioned ? 

Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid): So 
far as the proposal which my hon. Friend 
has made is concerned, I should have 
no objection to it; but I must remind 
him that the matter is entirely in the 
hands of the hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site, and, as far as I can see, if the 
proposition were entertained the Bill 
would be hung up and practically de- 
stroyed for the present Session, and 
would have to be introduced again. If 
the House will bear in mind the figures 
which I have already read in reference 
to the two districts which my hon. Friend 
desires to omit, they will recollect that 
in one of them—Farsan—there were 
five rated occupiers in favour of the Bill, 


, and only six against, while in the dis- 
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trictof Macroom there were 12 in favour 
and 23 against; so that there were alto- 
gether, in the two distriets, 17 in favour 
of the scheme and 29 against it. Ac- 
cordingly, you are to hang up the Bill 
for another year, and put the unfortu- 
nate promoters to an immense amount 
of expense, in order to gratify the wishes 
of 12 persons who may be called on to 
give a guarantee. I certainly think 
that it is a ridiculous proposal, and I 
hope the hon. Gentleman opposite will 
not give it his serious consideration. 
The House may rest satisfied that all 
classes and sections in the locality are 
united in supporting the measure, and 
the sooner it is passed into law the better 
it will be for all parties concerned. 

Mr. O’HEA (Donegal, W.): If the 
suggestion of my hon. Friend the Mem- 
ber for East Donegal (Mr. Arthur O’Con- 
nor) were carried out, this Bill, which is 
framed on the basis of certain areas of 
taxation, would be entirely changed in 
its character, and the entire fabric which 
has been built up would crumble away. 
I cannot see how the suggestion of my 
hon. Friend could be carried out com- 
patibly with the retention of the remain- 
ing provisions of the measure. 


Motion agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘‘That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Ohair.””—( The Secretary to the Treasury, 
Mr. Henry H. Fowler.) 


Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): Before 
you leave the Chair, Sir, I must again 
protest against the way in which this 
Bill has been dealt with. It came down 
from the House of Lords on Tuesday 
last, and no Notice of it was given to 
any Member of the House until the 
Papers were issued next morning. Yet 
we are now asked to push the Bill 
through all of its stages. What is the 
result? The result is that we have had 
no opportunity of drafting any Amend- 
ments which might be considered fair 
and reasonable ; we have been prevented 
either from giving Notice of Amend- 
ments, or from having any opportunity 
to block the Bill. I think, Sir, that 
that is a mode of conducting the Busi- 
ness of the House which we have a right 
to protest against in the strongest terms 
we can use. Further than that, we were 
toid when the Dissolution was announced 
that Her Majesty’s Government would 
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propeed with no contentious Business, 

ut would simply wind up the ordinary 
Business of the Rootes: et they have 
introduced, almost on the last day of the 
Session, a measure of a highly conten. 
tious character, and they propose to 
force it through all of its stages in a 
single Sitting. It is notorious that there 
has been no debate in this House on the 
merits of this scheme, and that however 
desirable it may be to introduce Amend. 
ments into the Bill it would be impos. 
sible to have them properly considered 
unless previous Notice of them had been 
placed upon the Paper. If the Govern. 
ment had taken measures to have the 
Bill brought down from the House of 
Lords on Monday, so that we might 
have been afforded an opportunity of 
giving Notice of Amendments on Tues- 
day, there might have been some slight 
justification for the course which has 
been pursued; but, under the circum- 
stances, it certainly seems to me that 
the Government have been guilty of 
sharp practice in regard to the Bill. 
We have been told by the hon. Member 
for Mid Cork (Dr. Tanner) that the op- 
ponents of the Bill are very few ; but 
there have been Petitions against the 
Bill signed by ratepayers who are rated 
as occupiers to the amount of £4,700 per 
annum. No doubt, a certain class of 
persons will get some convenience from 
the construction of this line and will 
reap advantage from it. Of course, 
they are in favour of the measure; but, 
on the other hand, there are a consider- 
able number of large ratepayers who 
will be taxed by the Bill and will de- 
rive no benefit at all from it. I think 
that, under the circumstances, Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government ought to withdraw 
the Bill altogether. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee. ) 
(Sir Lyon Prayrair in the Chair.) 
Clauses 1 to 3 agreed to. 


Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.): I beg to move, in the Schedule 
which confirms the presentment of the 
Grand Jury of the county of Cork, to in- 
sert, after the word “ Barretts,’’ ‘‘ with 
the exception of the parish of Aghina.” 
This is a clause—Section 8 of the Sche- 
dule—which reads in this way— 
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“The tment of the Grand Jury of the 
County of Cork, which is set out in the first Sche- 
dule to this Order, is hereby confirmed so far 
as it relates to the charge to be defrayed by the 
ions of the baronies of East Muskerry and 
k and Barretts as particularized in the said 
tment for the payment of dividends at 
the rate of five pounds per centum per annum 
upon the paid-up capital of the undertaking as 
limited by this Order, and so far as it relates to 
the liability of the same portion of the said 
baronies to provide for the completing, work- 
ing, and maintaining of the undertaking.” 


I understand from my hon. Friend the 
Member for Mid Cork (Dr. Tanner), 
who, although not in charge of the Bill, 
represents the interests of the promoters, 
that he is not, in principle at any rate, 
opposed to the modification of the limi- 
tation which I suggested a short time 
ago. He only appeared to be afraid 
that any alteration of the Bill in Com- 
mittee would involve delay and imperil 
the passing of the measure. But I un- 
derstand that there are other Amend- 
ments which it will be necessary to in- 
sert in Committee, so that the acceptance 
of the Amendment which I propose 
would not involve any delay at all, see- 
ing that I propose no further alteration 
of the Bill than will be effected by the 
other Amendments to which I allude. 
I simply propose by this Amendment to 
limit the area of charge by inserting in 
line 13, after the word ‘ Barretts,” the 
words ‘‘with the exception of the parish 
of Aghina.”” That parish is the parish 
which is most hardly dealt with by the 
scheme as it is now drawn. There is no 
portion of the parish of Aghina of which 
it can be said that it will derive any 
benefit whatever from the Bill. It is 
the parish from which the loudest and 
best grounded objections to the scheme 
proceed, and there is certainly consider- 
able cause for the complaint the rate- 
payers make. In order to effect a com- 
promise in the matter, I simply limit 
the Amendment to this particular parish. 
I beg to move that in Section 8 of the 
Schedule, page 4, line 13, after the 
word ‘ Barretts,” to insert the words 
“with the exception of the parish of 
Aghina.”’ 

Amendment proposed, in page 4, line 
13, after the word ‘‘ Barretts,” to in- 
sert the words ‘“ with the exception of 
the parish of Aghina.”—(Mr. Arthur 
0’ Connor.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


VOL. COCOVII. [rurep sgrzzs.] 
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Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I: would 
ask the hon. Member how he thinks it 
is possible that a revaluation can be 
now made for the purpose of this Bill? 
A large portion of this very. district 
which the hon. Member for Donegal 
(Mr. Arthur O’Connor) wishes to ex- 
clude, and a considerable portion of this 
very parish of Aghina, will be served by 
this tramway line. No doubt, there is 
some portion of it which is conveniently 
situated so far as the Cork and Macroom 
Railway is concerned; but there are 
other parts which will be directly served 
by the construction of this light tram- 
way. In addition, it will have the ad- 
vantage of competition, and we all know 
that in case of the transport of goods 
either by sea or land there is nothing so 
advantageous to the general public as 
competition. The entire district to which 
the Amendment refers will be served by 
the Bill; and the promoters, therefore, 
strongly object to the proposed altera- 
tion. 

. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.): The 
position which the opponents of the Bill 
octupy is a most unsatisfactory one. The 
unfortunate people who live at the ter- 
minus of the railway will be called upon 
to pay part of the guarantee, but can by 
no possibility derive benefit from the 
construction of a new line. I do not 
see how Her Majesty’s Government can 
defend a proposition of this sort. As I 
have already said, part of the property 
which it is proposed to tax is within 
one mile of the town of Macroom, and 
four miles distant from the terminus of 
the proposed line. Nevertheless, the 
occupiers of that property will be taxed 
if the Bill is allowed to pass in its 
present shape. I do not see how the 
Government can defend such a proposi- 
tion, and I fail to see what objection 
they can urge to the reasonable proposal 
of my hon. Friend the Member for 
Donegal (Mr. Arthur O’Connor). The 
hon. pal sds who has just sat down 
(Mr. Flynn) says that if the Amendment 
is assented to, the property affected by 
the Bill will have to be revalued. That 
is not at all necessary, because under 
the Government valuation every holder 
holds separately, and there will not be 
the slightest difficulty in striking out a 
whole parish if it is thought desirable 
to do so. 

Tue SECRETARY to raz TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowzzr) (Wol- 
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verhampton, E.): The Government are 
anxious to see this Bill in the 
form in which it has been introduced by 
the promoters, and that as little change 
should be made in it as possible. It 
has already gone through the House of 
Lords, and it is desirable that the form 
in which it left that House shall be 
adhered to. The Government, at all 
events, have shown that they are not 
enamoured of the principle of revising 
nations which haye been settled by 

e Irish authorities. In this case the 
Bill has been approved by the Irish 
Privy Council, the Board of Guardians 
of the county of Cork, and by all the 
Local Authorities; and the course I ask 
the Committee to take now is to accept 
the decision of the Local Authorities, 
the Privy Council, and the House of 
Lords. If not, the effect of altering 
the measure in the way suggested 
would be, I am satisfied, to destroy the 
Bill. I trust that the hon. Member for 
Donegal (Mr. Arthur Q’Connor) will 
not throw on this House the respon- 
sibility of amending the provisions of 
the Bill on a question we do not under- 
stand. 

Mr. M. J. KENNY (Tyrone, Mid): 
I think it is a great pity that the Bill 
cannot be referred to a Select Commit- 
tee, because, as a matter of fact, this 
House is altogether incompetent to deal 
with the question involved in it. The 
Committee have no evidence before 
them, or, at any rate, only conflicting 
evidence, as to the feeling of the local 
ratepayers on the matter. What is 
proposed is to construct a light line of 
railway within a mile of the area at 
ieee occupied by the Cork and 

acroom Railway, and to compel the 


satogeyers, who are already more than 


amply provided with railway accommo- 
dation, to pay the cost of the new tram- 
way, although it will only benefit a few 
persons who live on the route of the 
roposed narrow-gauge railway. I be- 
eve that, under any circumstances, it 
would be impossible to induce any body 
of sane men to subscribe to the con- 
struction of this line. I certainly con- 
sider it unfair to expose persons living 
in the parish of Aghina even to the risk 
of being called upon to pay for the rail- 
way. They do not want the line, and 
it is not only unfair but unjust to re- 
quire them to run the risk of being 
liable to pay for a scheme which is 
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bound to collapse, eventually leaving 
the entire district responsible for the 
payment of a rate in perpetuity. I trust 
that the Committee will see their way to 
accept the Amendment of my hon. 
Friend, because, although not all that 
could be desired, it would save the in- 
habitants of this parish from the risk 
they are asked to incur, of guaranteeing 
a railway from which they can by no 
possibility derive the smallest amount 
of benefit. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :— Ayes 3; 
Noes 115: Majority 112.—(Div. List, 
No. 143.) 


Tue SECRETARY to tar TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowzer) ( Wol- 
verhampton, E.) moved to. insect in the 
Schedule the following sub-section re- 
lating to the limit of guarantee :— 


“(9.) The capital to which the guarantee set 
out in the said presentment shall apply is hereby 
limited to the sum of seventy-five thousand 
pounds. The tee shall apply to so much 
of the capital so limited as is for the time 
actually paid up. The aforesaid capital of 
seventy-five thousand pounds shall not be 
issued as fully paid up, or be called up, save as 
said capital may frem time to time be required 
for the actual construction and carrying out of 
the said undertaking: Provided always, that 
the entire of said capital shall not be issued 
until the expiration of a period of two years 
from the confirmation of this Order by Act of 
Parliament, unless the said undertaking shall 
be sooner completed,”’ 


Sub-section agreed to. 


Mr. HENRY H. FOWLER moved 
to insert Sub-section 11— 


(Guarantee by Treasury.) 

“(11.) When in any half-year after the 
opening for traffic of the light railways the 
said baronies have paid to the Promoters any 
sums in respect of guaranteed dividend, ex- 
clusive of any sum paid in respect of the com- 
pleting, working, or maintaining of the under- 
taking, the Treasury shall, if and so long as the 
light railways are maintained in working order 
and carry traffic, authorise the Board of Works, 
out of moneys provided by Parliament, to pay 
to the treasurer of the county, to be put to the 
account of the said baronies in the proportion 
of the sums paid by them, a sum amounting to 
one half of the sums é0 paid by them in respect 
of guaranteed dividend, exclusive as aforesaid, 
during such half-year, but so nevertheless that 
the sum so authorised to be paid shall not ex- 
ceed a sum equal to interest at the rate of 2 
centum per annum on the paid up capital 


limited as aforesaid. 
Sub-section agreed to. 
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Preamble. 

Mr. HENRY H. FOWLER moved, 
in line 2, to strike out the word “ pro- 
visional.”” 

Amendment agreed to. 


Question, ‘‘ That this be the Preamble 
of the Bill,” put, and agreed to. 


Bill reported, with Amendments; as 
amended, considered; read the third 
time and passed, with Amendments. 


SHANKLIN AND CHALE RAILWAY 
(EXTENSION TO FRESHWATER) BILL 
(Lords) (by Order). 

THIRD READING. 

Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” —( Mr. Dodds.) 


Mr. R. CHAMBERLAIN (Islington, 
W.): I rise for the purpose of moving 
the Amendment of which I have given 
Notice, and to ask the House to reject 
this Bill, because I believe that the 
railway it is proposed to construct is not 
required by any present, or possible, or 
probable traffic along the line, and be- 
cause it will involve the unnecessary 
and wanton destruction of some of the 
natural beauty of the Isle of Wight, 
and, in particular, would destroy some 
Downs over which the public at the pre- 
sent moment enjoy, and from time im- 
memorial have enjoyed, the right of 
wandering, and which right they still 
claim. In addition, the line itself will 
be inconvenient and dangerous in its 
plan and construction; and, further, it 
was promoted in the interests, not of 
the public, but of one or two land specu- 
lators, who, while benefiting themselves, 
confer no corresponding benefit upon 
the public. The principle upon which 
Parliament consents to confer privileges 
and grant compulsory powers upon a 
private Company is that the promoters 
of a Private Bill shall, in return, confer 
the greatest possible benefit upon the pub- 
lic, and injure the public in the smallest 
possible degree. Now, the present Bill 
is one which proposes to inflict upon the 
public the maximum of loss and the 
minimum of gain. Last Session Par- 
liament granted powers for the con- 
struction of a line from Shanklin to 
Chale—a point about five miles from 
Shanklin—and now it is sought to ex- 
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tend that line from Chale to Freshwater. 
But, while the promoters ask powers to 
extend the Shanklin and Chale line, 
that line does not exist at the present 
moment, because, so far, no advantage 
has been taken of the power to construct 
the line granted by Parliament last year. 
Such traffie as there is in the district 
along the least frequented sea board of 
the Island is taken by two coaches; and, 
in order to secure a sufficient amount of 
patronage, the proprietors of these 
coaches find it necessary to charge fares 
less than railway fares for the same dis- 
tance would come to. I have visited 
| the locality personally, as I felt it my 
| duty to do so before taking the course 
| I am about to take. I found that neither 
of the two coaches was paying, and that 
both were running with less than half- 
loads of passengers. Then, again, with 
regard to the other railways which the 
Isle of Wight possesses, I would ask 
what probability their history presents 
of a new line proving to be a profitable 
speculation? It is a very thinly popu- 
lated Island, and yet there are at pre- 
sent five railways running in it. One 
of them—the Isle of Wight Railway— 
pays, I believe, a good dividend; but 
the Cowes and Newport pays neither 
dividend nor interest upon the capital 
expended; the Ryde and tet? 
Railway pays no dividend; the New- 
port Junction Railway from Newport 
to Sandown is in the hands of re- 
eeivers appointed by the Court of Chan- 
cery, and the Newport and Fresh- 
water Railway is an alternative line to 
Freshwater which has just been com- 
menced. The Company obtained power 
to construct the line eight years ago; 
but it is only now that they have com- 
menced to carry their powers out. There 
is, further, a Brading Harbourand Works 
Railway; but I have not been able to 
obtain any information whatever about 
it. With regard to the proposed line, 
I understand it is intended that the Isle 
of Wight Company shall work it. But 
does that make the case better? Not 
in the slightest degree, because, if it 
were likely to be a paying railway, cal- 
culated to confer benefit upon the pro- 
moters and contractors, the isle of Wight 
Company would themselves have come 
to Parliament for powers to make the 
line. It is only because it is a scheme 
not worth their while as a Company to 
execute themselves that the Isle of Wight 
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Company have taken it up in this way. 
With regard to the country through 
which the proposed line is to run, it 
will pass along the sea board, cutting 
through the tops of some of the most 
beautiful chines, and eventually it is to 
end by a steep incline at Freshwater, 

assing over Afton Downs, which shut 
in Freshwater Bay and form one of the 
most charming spots in the Island. The 
incline is not only dangerous from its 
steepness, but it turns round with a 
sharp and dangerous curve ; and altoge- 
ther the line will, if sanctioned, utterly 
and irretrievably ruin the scenery of this 
part of the Island. A question has been 
raised as to whether common rights do 
not exist in the Downs which it is pro- 
posed to intersect. The Company say 
that there are no common rights what- 
ever, and that the Downs are the pro- 
perty of individual landlords. In their 
own statement they say that they put it 
down in the first instance as common- 
able land because there was so much 
difficulty in ascertaining whether there 
were common rights; but they say they 
have now ascertained that there are 
no common rights. From the inquiry 
which I made on the spot, I find that, 
although there are no common rights 
in regard to the cutting of turf or the 

azing of cattle, yet that the public 

ave from time immemorial had the pri- 
vilege of straying over and enjoying 
these beautiful Downs. I myself wan- 
dered over them without let or hin- 
drance, and I therefore ask the House 
not to decide any dispute which may 
exist as to common rights between ths 

ublic and the landowners. The matter 
is in dispute, and until the question can 
be legally decided I would ask the 
House not to take sides on a ques- 
tion of this kind. The promoters go 
on to say that the opposition to the 
scheme is simply the result of a senti- 
mental objection. Well, I think there 
is something even in a sentimental ob- 
jection, and I have heard of a Railway 

ill being thrown out three times simply 
on account of a sentimental objection. 
There can be no doubt that if this line 
is sanctioned it will entirely destroy a 
very interesting and charming spot. I 
have said that this railway is a dangerous 
railway. It goes down an incline of one 
in 50 at one point, and then for a con- 
siderable distance down an incline of one 
in 40, and then it works round the Down 


Mr. R. Chamberlain 
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at Freshwater by an extremely sharp 
curve—a curve of 10 chains which I am 
advised is exceedingly dangerous from 
an engineering point of view, and very 
likely to be objected to even by the 
Board of Trade. The reason why it is 
proposed to make the line in such a way 
is that in the interests of the promoters 
it may be made as cheaply as possible 
without regard to the advantage or 
safety of the public. As I have said, if 
such a line were wanted the Isle of 
Wight Company would have taken it 
up, and there would have been open 
competition for the construction of the 
line. But as it is simply a speculation 
the work of construction is to be given 
to a particular contractor. Asa matter 
of fact, it is a line which has been got 
up by a syndicate of promoters; and I 
need not tell the House that it is not the 
interests of the general public which, as 
a rule, are attended to under such cir- 
cumstances. Not a single shilling of 
money has been subscribed on behalf of 
the public, and if the railway receives 
the sanction of Parliament it will have 
to be financed, and eventually the publie 
will come into possession of the line at 
something like double the cost of con- 
structing a good and sound railway. The 
promoters in their statement say they 
have satisfied the objections of the Com- 
mons Preservation Society. I cannot 
help regarding that as a startling state- 
ment, because it is at the instance of the 
Commons Preservation Society that I 
have taken up this case. That, I think, 
is a sufficient answer to this portion of 
their statement. While on this subject, 
I may, perhaps, be allowed to say that 
I am altogether free from any kind of 
private interest. I have no personal in- 
terest in any railway on the Island, or 
in any landed property there, nor have 
I, to the best of my knowledge, any 
friend who has a pecuniary interest in 
property in the Isle of Wight. I have 
simply taken up the case at the request 
of the Commons Preservation Society, 
and having examined the locality myself 
I feel that I am justified in asking the 
House to reject the Bill. I have only 
one other word to say. From something 
I heard in the Lobby I am given to 
understand that the promoters consider 
themselves hardly used in this objection 
being made on the third reading of the 
Bill. No doubt it would have been more 
advisable to make it at an earlier stage 
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of the measure. But when it was sought 
to oppose it in Committee the question 
of loous stand: was raised, and the oppo- 
nents were not allowed to be. heard. 
The result has been that the pro- 
moters have not been put to any ex- 
pense in promoting the Bill; there has 
been no examination of the details 
of the scheme in which the public 
have had an opportunity of taking part; 
and nothing whatever has been done to 
satisfy the objections which have been 
raised. We have, therefore, been forced 
to oppose the Bill upon the third read- 
ing. The proposed line is simply an 
alternative scheme. Eight years ago 
Parliament granted powers to construct 
a line running from Newport to Fresh- 
water, and on to Yarmouth, through the 
centre of the Island; but it has not yet 
been constructed. I will not occupy the 
time of the House further. A good deal 
more might be said, but I think I have 
said enough about the merits of the 
line; and I appeal to the House not 
to grant powers and concessions of 
this kind, from which the public will 
derive no benefit, but from which, on 
the contrary, they will suffer serious 


injury. 
Mr. WESTLAKE (Essex, Romford) : 


I have much pleasure in seconding the 
Motion for the rejection of the Bill. I 
have no personal interest in the matter, 
but I am well acquainted with the 
locality, and I know that it is perfectly 
impossible for a line of railway to be 
carried out as proposed without inflict- 
ing serious damage upon one of the 
prettiest parts of the Isle of Wight. The 
contemplated injury would be avoided 
by making a cutting and turning the 
line round by the back of the Downs, 
and to do so would not be a very ex- 
pensive undertaking. In the reasons 
which have been circulated by the pro- 
moters in support of the Bill some extra- 
ordinary statements are made. I know 
the place well, and I say that Fresh- 
water Bay is not a so-called bay, but a 
real bay, and a very charming bay too; 
and it will be very seriously damaged 
by the cutting proposed to be made 
through Afton Downs. But the pro- 
moters appear to have let the cat out of 
the bag. They say that there are no 
commonable rights ; but that question is 
in dispute. They say that the opposition 
is purely sentimental, and that the rejec- 
tion of the Bill will deprive the landlords 





of the opportunity which ought to be 
afforded to them for the development of 
their property. Now, the last‘assertion 
is the real gist of the matter. They 
want to cover the Downs with buildings, 
and they want a railway in order to give 
access to them. If there are no common- 
able rights they could do that without 
an Act of Parliament, and would-be ab- 
solute masters of the Downs, and they 
could do all they desire without coming 
here at all. The very essence of an ap- 
plication to Parliament is that Parlia- 
ment should look to the interests of the 
public, and not assist a Railway Com- 
pany in destroying one of the most 
beautiful spots in the Isle of Wight, or 
in determining a question which we are 
told is sub judice—namely, whether there 
exist commonable rights over these 
Downs or not. I beg to second the 
Amendment. 

Mr. LIONEL COHEN (Paddington, 
N.): It has been said that a railway 
ought only to be made for one of two 
objects. First, to serve the interests of 
the inhabitants of the locality through 
which it is to pass, and, next, to serve 
the public generally. But I am afraid 
that in this case the great majority 
of the inhabitants of Freshwater are 
opposed to the Bill, and that they desire 
its rejection. And, so far as the 4 
are concerned, there are certainly no 
necessities on their part which render it 
desirable that Downs of this nature 
should be crossed and intersected by a 
line of railway for the purpose of afford- 
ing facilities which are really not re- 
quired. There are other points which 
render it undesirable that this Bill 
should receive the sanction of the House. 
I do not see why, in regard to Private 
Business, the same principle should not 
be adopted as that which has been 
adopted in reference to public measures 
—namely, that all contentious Business 
shall be hung up for another Parlia- 
ment. This agreement ought the more 
to be observed with respect to Private 
Bills, as they can be taken up in the 
new Parliament where they leave off in 
this. Therefore, I hope that the House 
will not consent to pass a Bill against 
the interests of the inhabitants, which 
is not required in the interests of the 
public, especially as the measure is one 
which would utterly destroy one of the 
most beautiful Downs which exist in the 
Isle of Wight. 
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Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, coach traffic, and to the fact that the 
N.W.): If it were not for the fact that two coaches which now carry on the 
I happen to be well acquainted with the | traffic are not more than half filled. 
locality in which it is proposed to con- | That may be so; but it is perfectly well 
struct this railway, and that I take | known to everybody that the formation 
great interest in all questions which of a railway has the effect of developing 
affect it, I should not desire to take part | traffic, and it is anticipated that if this 
in this discussion. But I do not wish | line is constructed from Chale to Fresh- 
the House to be led away upon a wrong | water it will considerably develop the 
scent, and therefore I am anxious to ex- trade and traffic of the locality. The 


plain why I give a cordial assent to the 
second reading of the Bill. I am able 
to say without the slightest hesitation 
that there do not exist in any shape or | 
form any common rights over these 
Downs. No doubt the Commons Pre- 
servation Society is a very useful Body ; 
but the value of its contributions to the | 
maintenance of the ancient common | 





real reason for the opposition to the 
Bill is to be found in the exclusiveness 
of certain landed proprietors and re- 
sident gentlemen who desire not to be 
invaded by that dreadful thing—a rail- 
way. It is entirely from motives of that 
character that this opposition has been 
setup. [‘No!”] Hon. Members say 
‘*No;” but although I have listened at- 


land of the country has been, I am | tentively to the discussion I have not 
bound to say, very little indeed. The , heard a single sound objection raised to 
Commons Preservation Society, repre- | the Bill. It has been said that powers 


sented by the hon. Member for Islington 
(Mr. R. Chamberlain) in the first in- 
stance opposed the Bill because they 
were of opinion that it interfered with 
common rights, but finding that that 
was a mistake they withdrew their oppo- 
sition to it. They are now, at the last 


moment, renewing their opposition upon 
entirely different grounds—grounds of a 


purely sentimental character. As the 
hon. Member for Islington has been in- 
duced to come forward and oppose the 
third reading of the Bill, I should like 
to refer to one or two of the objections 
which have been raised. The hon. 
Member has stated from some vague 
rumour that that is a question in dis- 
pute, and that in all probability more 
will be heard of it hereafter. Now, I 
tell the hon. Member, as a lawyer, that 
if this railway be laid down over com- 
mon land, and Parliament finds here- 
after that it has been induced to pass it 
through this representation, there can- 
not be the slightest doubt that the com- 
moners would be reinstated in the rights 
they now possess. [‘‘Oh!”] I believe I 
am stating what is absolutely true. Then 
it is said that it is not for the interest 
of the public that this railway should 
be made, and an hon. Member opposite 
(Mr. Lionel Cohen) has said that it was 
petitioned against. There has also been 
a Petition in favour of it, and I think 
it would be found on inquiry that the 


great mass of the people in Freshwater | 


are strongly in favour of it. Some 
allusion has been made to the existing 


have already been obtained from Par- 
liament for the construction of a line 
from Newport to Freshwater and Yar- 
mouth, but that the undertaking has not 
been carried out. At the same time it 
must be remembered that the line from 
Newport to Freshwater will cost £16,000 
'a-mile, whereas this line will only cost 
£6,000 a-mile. As we all know, the 
railway traffic in the Isle of Wight is 
limited to a particular season of the 
year; and, of course, it is impossible to 
construct an expensive line with any 
hope of making it remunerative. The 
Newport line has been abandoned, but 
this line can be made cheaply, and with 
the general consent, I believe, of the 
inhabitants. Therefore, as it is a line 
which does not in the slightest degree 
affect common rights, as it is for the 
interests of the inhabitants that it 
should be constructed, and as I believe 
the opposition to it is purely fictitious 
and in the interests of a few residential 
proprietors who are actuated by a spirit 
of exclusiveness, I feel bound to give a 
hearty support to the third reading. 
Mr. T. H. BOLTON (St. Pancras, 
N.): There appears to be some doubt, 
Sir, whether the hon. Member for 
Islington (Mr. R. Chamberlain) moved 
that the Bill be read a third time on 
| this day three months. 
|. Mr. SPEAKER: No Motion has yet 
. been made to that effect. 
Mr. T. H. BOLTON: Then I will 
| supply the omission by moving that the 
' Bill be read a third time on this day 
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three months. I am surprised at the 
speech which has just been made by my 
hon. and learned Friend the Member for 
Darham (Mr. Atherley-Jones), who says 
that he is a friend of the preservation of 
commons, and yet wants to cast doubts 
as to the existence of common rights in 
connection with the beautiful wns 
through which this railway is to go, 
and consents to the Downs themselves 
being destroyed by this Bill. My hon. 
and learned Friend also went on to argue 
in favour of the rights of the landowners 
as against the rights of the commoners. 
It seemed to me that the speech of my 
hon. and learned Friend was altogether 
an inconsequential speech, and I am 
certainly surprised that it should have 
been delivered by a gentleman of his 
logical acumen and general consistency. 
I should certainly like to hear what the 
hon. and learned Gentleman who re- 

resents the Isle of Wight (Sir Richard 
Webster) may have to say on the sub- 
ject. I can scarcely suppose that he 
will be prepared to advocate this scheme, 
which will injure one of the most beau- 
tiful portions of the Island he repre- 
sents. The scheme is promoted by inte- 
rested persons—persons interested in it 
as the makers of the proposed railway, 
and as the owners of property in the 
locality. Their desire is to promote 
a speculative building scheme without 
regard to the beauty of the scenery 
or the interests of the inhabitants. 
I think that no satisfactory case has 
been made out for the passing of 
the Bill; and, therefore, I will adopt 
the usual course of moving that it be 
read a third time on this day three 
months. 


Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the word ‘‘now,” and at the end of the 
Question to add the words “ upon tais 
day three months.” —( dfr. 7. 1/. Bolton.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. GILES (Southampton): I 
gathered from the remarks of the hon. 
Member for Islington (Mr. R. Cham- 
berlain) that there are two objections to 
this Bill—the first of which is from an 
engineering point of view. Now, this 
line was designed and planned by an 
engineer of great experience and ability 
who has been employed in the con- 
struction of many railways, and who is 
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down a railway which would be difficult 
to work. The next objection has re- 
ference to the question of sentiment. 
Now, we have all heard of the senti- 
ment of a certain noble Lord who lives 
on the Island, and who objects to the 
intrusion of any railway into his neigh- 
bourhood ; but we must remember that 
the same sort of sentimental feeling was 
manifested in many directions when 
railways were first proposed for the Isle 
of Wight. It was said that it would 
spoil the Island to construct any railway 
init atall. Butthe same sentiment was 
used in order to stop the water supply 
of Manchester being brought from Thirl- 
mere Lake; and if we were to listen to 
all the sentimental objections which are 
raised by a certain Sens of ple we 
should never have any public. works 
carried out at all. I certainly hope the 
House will think twice before it rejects 
a useful Bill of this nature on the ground 
of a sentimental objection of that kind. 
Another objection which has been urged 
against the construetion of this line is 
that it will probably have no traffic. 
Now, I maintain that that is a question 
for the promoters—/‘‘Oh!”}—and I 
submit that when a railway is designed 
and is only to cost £6,000 per mile the 
very thinnest traffic would pay on that 
basis. The next objection is that a 
railway has already been sanctioned 
from Newport to Yarmouth, and be- 
cause the powers conferred by that Bill 
have not been carried out, and the Bill 
is now practically dead—which is, how- 
ever, by no means certain—that this 
measure ought to be refused. Now, the 
construction of that line would have cost 
£15,000 per mile; but as the Bill itself 
does not expire until August next it can- 
not be made use of as a ground of ob- 
jection to this Bill. With regard to the 
present line, it will pass for eight and 
a-half miles out of ten and a-half along 
a military road with the consent of the 
War Office; and I think it ought to be 
a sufficient inducement to the House to 
grant a Bill that an important Depart- 
ment of the Government believe to be 
useful. The last reason I would urge 
in favour of the Bill is that those who 
are opposed to it have had an oppor- 
tunity of showing their opposition to it 









by Petitions which might have been pre- 
sented against it. 

An hon. Memser: It has never been 
not likely to have undertaken to lay considered by a Select Committee. 
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Mr. GILES: Nevertheless, all oppo- 
nents have had a full opportunity of 
presenting Petitions against it. 

Mr, OREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I feel called upon to oppose the 
Bill, because I do not think that it will 
confer any public benefit or convenience. 
I haye had the pleasure of walking over 
these beautiful Devas several times in 


the course of my life, and I very much | distinct from that of pub 








is a pure speculation, with full know- 
ledge on the part of the promoters that 
when Parliament has sanctioned the 
construction of a railway there are al- 
ways a number of people who believe it 
will pay, and who are ready to subscribe 
the capital. In the first instance, it 
appears to me that the line is promoted 
by a handful of men for powers widely 

ic convenience, 


doubt whether, in the first instance, a! I think that by the rejection of the Bill 
railway is wanted at all. There are very | we should be really doing the public a 
few people who travel in this district, and | service, and would prevent them from 


I doubt whether, if a railway were con- 
structed, such as is proposed by the Bill 
now before the House, the number of 
people who visit that part of the Island 
would be greatly increased. I do not 
believe that the public convenience de- 

ends upon the construction of a railway 
in the Isle of Wight. On the contrary, 
I believe that the carrying of this under- 
taking would mutilate, if not entirely 
destroy, one of the most beautiful spots 
in the Island. Those who are acquainted 
with this part of the Island know per- 
fect well that the Downs affected by 
the Bill are Downs over which the public 
are free to roam without let or hindrance ; 
and on the ground that the construction 
of this line would undoubtedly mutilate 
and destroy the character of that lovely 
part of the Island I sball certainly oppose 
the Bill. We have already had some 


practical experience in connection with | 
| opposite (Mr. R. Chamberlain), that the 


railways in the Isle of Wight. I know 
of no district in which railway travelling 
is more expensive. Visitors, I am sorry 
to say, get the minimum of convenience 
for the maximum of charge. Only last 
week I desired to go from Shanklin to 
Ryde, and from Ryde to Brading; but, to 


my astonishment, [ found that there was 
no train after 5 o’clock in the evening, 
and if you do manage to succeed in 
eatching a train you have to pay five 
times the price you would have to pay 
in, any other part of the United King- | 


dom. 
railway in the Isle of Wight is not at 
this moment by any means invigorating. 
I think, therefore, that the House of 
Commons ought to pause before it con- 
sents to grant new concessions either to 
the existing Companies, or to any others 
for the construction of railways under 
similar conditions. Nor do I believe 


that this particular railway, however | 


cheaply it may be constructed, could by 


any possibility ever pay. No doubt it 





My experience of travelling by | 
incurred have not been very large, and 





|investing their money in an unprofit- 


able speculation. 

Lorp RANDOLPH OHURCHILL 
(Paddington, 8.): I think it is difficult 
to decide upon the merits of this Bill in 
the absence of the hon. Gentleman the 
Chairman of Committees. The Chair- 
man of Committees is the only person 
who could have given us authoritative 
information as to the examination which 
the Bill has received upstairs. It seems, 
however, to be absolutely certain that, 
under some technicality or other, such 
as the Rules which regulate the question 
of locus stand?, and which are extremely 
technical, the public have had no oppor- 
tunity of bringing their case before the 
House of Commons, so that the grounds 
of their opposition to the scheme might 
be inquired into. It is quite obvious, 
from the statement which was made by 
the hon. Gentleman below the Gangway 





public have not had an opportunity of 
making their wishes known, and that a 
very strong feeling does exist with re- 
gard to the question. Therefore, as the 
Chairman of Committees is absent, and 
consequently unable to give his reasons 
why the House of Commons should 
finally depart from all control or check 
in this matter, I think the House will 
do well to refuse to proceed further with 
the Bill at this stage. After all, the 
promoters will not be much damaged. 
The expenses which they have already 


the Bill can be introduced again next 
year. It must be borne in mind that 
the Isle of Wight has been without this 


| railway for hundreds and probably thou- 


sands of years; and therefore, if the 
people of that Islaud have to wait for 
another 12 months, they will possibly 
not be injured very materially. It cer- 
tainly does appear, on the first blush of 
the case, that this is a case of promoters 
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endeavouring to make a railway for 
speculative purposes on the so-called 
property of private individuals. It is 
not quite certain whether private indi- 
viduals have full rights over the pro- 

rty through which the line is to run ; 

ut if we reject this Bill an opportunity 
will be afforded for deciding that ques- 
tion. Therefore, I hope the House will 
adopt the view of the hon, Member for 
North St. Pancras (Mr. T. H. Bolton), 
and postpone the Bill for another year, 
when it will be able to receive full exa- 
mination. I trust that that proposition 
will receive the support of the hon, Gen- 
tleman opposite the Secretary to the 
Treasury. 

Taz SECRETARY ro tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fow er) (Wol- 
verhampton, E.): I have no feeling in 
the matter one way ortheother. I think 
there is great force in what the noble 
Lord has stated as to the absence of the 
Chairman of Committees. The Motion of 
my hon. Friend the Member for Islington 
is to throw the Bill out; and if that Mo. 
tion is adopted, of course the Bill will 
be gone for the whole of the year, and 
it will have to go through all its stages 
again. But if the House chooses to 
sanction the withdrawal of the Motion 
for the third reading, then it could stand 
over until the Autumn Session. It would 
be practically hung up until the new 
Parliament meets, and the House would 
then be in a position to re-commit it if 
it thought such a course desirable, and 
the whole question could then be fully 
gone into and fairly discussed. I wish, 
however, to express no feeling on the 
matter either one way or the other. I 
only wish to point out to the noble Lord 
and to the House that what he wants 
can be effected without absolutely throw- 
ing the Bill out. 

Sin JULIAN GOLDSMID (St. Pan- 
cras, S.): I wish to say a word with 
regard to this Bill, because I think 
the House has forgotten one circum- 
stance connected with it. We are told 
that .the promoters last year ob- 
tained a Bill for the construction of a 
railway from Shanklin to Chale, which 
is to be worked in connection with the 
line proposed by the present Bill. Now, 
what have they done in order to carry 
out the powers which Parliament itself 

ted tothem? Nothing atall. They 
not appear to be in the slightest 
hurry to use the powers intrusted to 
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them. As a matter of fact, they have 
no capital at all; it is a pure specula- 
tion altogether, and they want to im- 
prove their speculation by tacking an- 
other line on to it. The hon. Member 
for Southampton (Mr. Giles) spoke 
strongly in favour of the project; but 
the hon, Member did not inform the 
House that the engineer of the line was 
his own son. 

Mr. GILES (Southampton): I beg 
the hon, Baronet’s pardon. It is no- 
thing of the sort. Mr. Cooper is the 
engineer of the line, and my son has 
nothing to do with it at all. 

Sm JULIAN GOLDSMID: It is 
very well known that the hon. Member’s 
son is connected with Mr. Cooper. 

Mr. GILES: Not at all. 

Sir JULIAN GOLDSMID: In any 
case, the promoters of the Bill have pro- 
jected the line without having at their 
command any capital atall. In cases 
of this kind, Committees upstairs gene- 
rally find that it is proposed to issue a 
large amount of Stock in excess of the 
actual cost of theline. Thisis a method 
adopted to pay promoters, and is one 
which ought not to be encouraged. It 
only Pag it promoters to make lar, 
profits and to realize a considerable 
bonus at the expense, and often without 
the knowledge, of the shareholders. I 
am certainly of opinion that this system 
of bringing forward echemes which are 
purely promoters’ lines ought to be dis- 
couraged. If the Bill is thrown out this 
year there will be nothing lost, and I 
hope the Motion for the rejection of the - 
Bill will be persevered in. 

Mr. MOLLOY (King’s County, Birr) : 
I think the House ought to be satisfied 
with the cordial support which the noble 
Lord the Member for Paddington (Lord 
Randolph Churchill) has given to his 
new hon. Friend the Member for Isling- 
ton (Mr. R. Chamberlain). That seems 
to me to be the only interesting feature 
in the whole of the debate ; but I should 
not object to the proposition of the hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury if it can be carried out, not to de- 
stroy the Bill altogether this Session, 
but to give it a chance of being recom- 
mitted next year, so that we may be 
able to come to some better understand- 
ing as to the real merits of the case. 
The absence of the Chairman of Com- 
mittees, who might be able to guide us, 
is very unfortunate; but, still, I think 
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that the course proposed by the Govern- 
ment is the fairest one, as it would give 
all parties a chance of being heard. 

HE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Bryor) (Aberdeen, 8.): I only desire 
to say one word on the question whether 
the House should dispose of the matter 
now, or allow it to stand over until the 
new Parliament. I think it would be 
better to dispose of the matter at once. 
The objections which have been brought 
forward now are most of them objections 
which could not be taken in Committee. 
They are objections which have been 
taken on public grounds; but in Com- 
mittee the public would have no /ocus 
standi. It would be difficult, even by a 
side wind, to bring up this case again, 
because there is no way of ascertaining 
whether the Bill would be more likely 
to be opposed in another Session than it 
has been in this. Moreover, the objec- 
tions which have been urged are objec- 
tions upon which the House is just as 
competent—indeed, more competent— 
to pronounce an opinion than any Com- 
mittee would be; and, as the Bill can- 
not pass in the present Session, the best 
thing we can do is to put the promoters 
out of their pain at once by rejecting it. 


Question put, and negatived, 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 


Third Reading put of for three months. 


QUESTIONS. 


—+) — 
TURKEY—RELIGIOUS INTOLERANCE. 


Mr. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) (for Sir Ropzrr Fower) 
(London) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, Whether Her 
Majesty’s Foreign Secretary has directed 
the attention of the British Embassy at 
Constantinople to certain orders lately 
issued. to all the Governors General in 
the Ottoman Empire by the Turkish 
Minister of the Interior, Munir Pasha, 
in which orders the schools, churches, 
sane of worship, and societies for 

enefiting the non-Moslem sects are 
referred to as ‘‘nefarious schemes,” 
and the Governors General are directed, 
by means of many and scrutinizing in- 
vestigations, to hinder their work; also 
that the same officials are directed not 
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to allow any such churches, places of 
worship, &c. to be built or repaired; 
and, whether, under such orders, about 
thirty schools of Protestants in Syria 
have been closed within the past few 
months ? 

Tae UNDERSECRETARY of 
STATE (Mr. Bryce) (Aberdeen, §.); 
A letter has been received from ¢ 
Evangelical Alliance within the last few 
days, forwarding a communication from 
their Committee at Constantinople on 
the subject of two regulations recently 
issued. Although the description given 
of them by the Evangelical Alliance 
does not bear out the terms of the Ques- 
tion, the regulations, if that description 
be accurate, appear objectionable in 
tone and tendency, and in contravention 
of the repeated engagements entered into 
by the Portefor securing religious liberty 
to its subjects. Sir Edward Thornton 
has been instructed to inquire if any 
such regulations have been authorita- 
tively issued, and if necessary to re- 
monstrate. He will, of course, continue 
his efforts to obtain redress in any cases 
of religious intolerance which may come 
to his knowledge, as well as to endeavour 
to prevent the recurrence of such cases. 


ARMY (AUXILIARY FORCES)~ VOLUN. 
TEERS AT ALDERSHOT. 

Generar GOLDSWORTHY (Han- 
mersmith), (for Admiral Sir Jonn Com- 
MERELL) (Southampton) asked the Se- 
cretary of State for War, If it is true, 
as stated by Zhe Army and Navy Gazette, 
that only 3,000 Volunteers (mostly from 
the home counties) are to be allowed to 
have a week’s training at Aldershot; 
and, if so, taking into consideration the 
smallness of the Capitation Grant, which 
precludes on the ground of expense of 
the formation of a separate camp, he 
will reconsider his decision ? 

Toe SURVEYOR GENERAL or 
ORDNANCE (Mr. Woopatt) (Hanley) 
(on behalf of the Secretary of State): 
No, Sir; it is not the case. Invitations 
for Aldershot have been sent for 6,975 
Volunteers. Besides these, 1,172 men 
of the Artillery and Engineer Volun- 
teers are to join camps at Devonport an 
Chatham. 


ROYAL PARKS AND PLEASURE GAR- 
DENS—KEW GARDENS. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) 

(for Mr. Howarp Srenstey) (Finsbury, 
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Oentral) asked the honourable Member 
for North West Staffordshire, Whether 
the First Commissioner of Works has 
arrived at a decision as to the permanent 

ning of Queen’s Gate, Kew Gardens, 
as necessary to the free use of Miss 
North’s Gallery (a gift to the Nation) 
and to meet the large influx of visitors 
(Cumberland Gate and the Lion Gate 
being too distant) ? 

Mr. LEVESON GOWER (A Lorp of 
the Treasury) (Stafford, N.W.): The 
First Commissioner is not prepared to 
assent to the opening of the Temperate 
House Gate, inadvertently called the 
Queen’s Gate, at Kew Gardens. When 
that gate was erected it was expected that 
the railway station would be placed close 
toit. That, however, was not done; and 
the First Commissioner is of opinion that 
when the Lichfield Road is extended to 
the station, a new gate at the end of that 
road, and immediately opposite the sta- 
tion, will best meet the wants of the public. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION — APPEALS 
—CASE OF CHARLES KELLY. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.) asked the 
Chief Seeretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether it is true that an 
appeal from the decision of the Sub- 


Commissioners of the Irish Land Court, 
given on the llth April, 1883, in the 
ease of Charles Kelly, of Ballintoy, 
county Antrim, tenant, is still pending; 
and, whether, considering the great loss 
that is being sustained by the tenant in 
consequence of the delay, he will give 
instructions to have the case disposed of 
at once ? 

Taz PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
FELD) (Halifax) (who replied) said, the 
appeal in this case was by the landlord. 
It was lodged on Tuesday last and listed 
for hearing yesterday, and therefore there 
had been no delay whatever. 


CRIME AND OUTRAGE (IRELAND)— 
THE RIOTS AT BELFAST. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.) (for Mr. 
0’Ketty) (Roscommon, N.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether the inquiry into 
the origin of the late riots in Belfast 
and the action of the magistrates and 
police for their suppression will be made 
on oath ? 

Tae PRESIDENT or raz LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
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FELD) (Halifax) (who replied) said: The 
Irish Government are advised that there 
is no power to take evidence on oath, in 
cases such as that of the late riots in 
Belfast, without special authority from 
Parliament. They believe that the mat- 
ters before the Belfast Commission can 
be adequately investigated by means of 
unsworn testimony. 

Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.): Will the 
Commission have power to compel the 
attendance of witnesses ? 

Mr. STANSFELD: I cannot under- 
take to answer that Question; butI will 
make inquiry upon the subject. 


METROPOLITAN IMPROVEMENTS— 
HEMMING'S ROW. 

Mr. W. H. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster) asked the Chairman of the 
Metropolitan Board of Works, If steps 
will be at once taken to re-open the 
thoroughfare of Hemming’s Row, which 
has been closed for some weeks, to the 
great inconvenience of the public, while 
the buildings on either side of the Row 
have been in course of demolition ? 

Tae CHAIRMAN(SirJ ames M‘Gargt- 
Hoge) (Middlesex, Hornsey) said, that 
on inquiry he found that there was al- 
most a certainty that the thoroughfare 
of Hemming’s Row would be open on 
Monday next. 


WAR DEPARTMENT—THE ROYAL 
ARTILLERY INSTITUTION. 


Mr. SEAGER HUNT (Marylebone, 
W.) asked the Secretary of State for 
War, Whether the Military authorities 
have decided that the reorganization of 
the Royal Artillery as regards its dis- 
tribution into separate branches of 
Horse, Field, and Garrison, is not a 
suitable subject for the prize essay of 
the Royal Artillery Institution; whe- 
ther on two or three occasions they have 
not allowed it to be the subject when 
proposed ; whether the Military autho- 
rities can give any satisfactory reason 
for this; and, whether he will take 
steps to cause the Military authorities 
to reconsider their decision, and give 
them instructions to afford every facility 
for the free discussion of this subject ? 

Tue SURVEYOR GENERAL or 
ORDNANCE (Mr. Woopatt) (Hanley) 
(in the absence of the Secretary of State) : 
I must remind the hon. Member that, 
unlike the Royal United Seryice Insti- 
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tution, the Royal Artillery Institution is 
altogether regimental inits character and 
formation. As such it is not considered 
desirable that questions should be dis- 
cussed which might give rise to criticism 
on points of existing military organiza- 
tion ; and as the subjects for the prize 
essay are always submitted for approval 
that approval was withheld when the 
— in question was brought for- 
w 


ROYAL PARKS AND PLEASURE 
GARDENS—CYCLISTS IN HYDE PARK 
AND KENSINGTON GARDENS. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) 
(for Mr. Kiatper) (Wandsworth) asked 
the honourable Member for North West 
Staffordshire, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, Whether the 
facilities which have been accorded to 
cyclists as regards Richmond Park can 
be also accorded as regards Hyde Park 
and Kensington Gardens; and, if not, 
what are the causes or reasons which 
stand in the way? 

Mr. LEVESON GOWER (A Lorp of 
the Treasury) (Stafford, N.W.): The 
First Commissioner cannot admit that 
the circumstances of Hyde Park and 


Kensington Gardens are similar to those 
of Richmond Park; and, looking to the 
crowded state of the roads in Hyde Park, 
he is of opinion that velocipedes safely 
cannot be admitted. 


VENEZUELA—PROTECTION TO 
BRITISH SUBJECTS. 

GeneraL GOLDSWORTHY (Ham- 
mersmith) (for Mr. Kruper) (Wands- 
worth) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, Whether any, 
and what, representations have been 
made by the British Vice Consul at 
Cuidad Bolivar, Venezuela, in reference 
to the treatment of British interests in 
Venezuela; whether it is the fact that he 
has obtained in reply no effectual assist- 
ance in his efforts to protect British 
interests; whether there is a very large 
eommunity of Englishmen and English 
Negroes living in the mining district of 
Venezuela, from which the nearest Eng- 
lish Consular authority is at Ouidad 
Bolivar, some 250 miles distant by road 
and river; and, whether, in view of the 
number of English Commercial Compa- 
nies employing a very large amount of 
British capital and British labour, he 
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will consider the desirability of appoint. 
ing a Consular Officer in that district ?.. 
Toe UNDER SECRETARY of 
STATE (Mr. Bryce) (Aberdeen, §,): 
No representations have been made by 
the British Vice Consul at Cuidad Bo. 
livar in the sense indicated by the hon. 
Member. We have reason to believe 
that a considerable number of British 
subjects are employed in the mini 
districts of Venezuela referred to; “al 
Her Majesty’s Government have, conse- 
yore already decided to appoint a 
onsular Agent there. 


WEST INDIAN COLONIES — THE 
COMMERCIAL CONFERENCE 
AT WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BADEN-POWELL (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, Whether, in 
the correspondence between Her Ma- 
jesty’s Government and the United 
States, any arrangements have been 
suggested or arrived at as to the repre- 
sentation of the British West Indian 
Colonies at the Conference on Trade 
Arrangements among all American com- 
munities, about to be held at Washing- 
ton; and, whether Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment intend to take part in that 
Conference on behalf of British com- 
munities in America ? 

Tuz UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE (Mr. Bryce) (Aberdeen, 8.): 
All that Her Majesty’s Government 
know about the proposed Conference 
referred to in the Question is that a Bill 
is now pending in the United States 
Congress authorizing the President of 
the United States to invite delegates 
from each of the Republics of Mexico, 
of Central and South America, Hayti, 
San Domingo, and from the Emperor 
of Brazil, to meet delegates on the part 
of the United States to deliberate on ques 
tions and measures for the mutual inte- 
rest and common welfare of the Ameri- 
ean States. The British West Indis 
Colonies are not mentioned, or is Her 
Majesty’s Government included in the 
invitation suggested by the Bill; but as 
the Project is still merely in the stage 
of a Bill, which may or may not pass, 
and on which, if it passes, the President 
of the United States may or may not 
take action, the matter is evidently too 
hypothetical to make it necessary for 
Her Majesty’s Government to express 
any opinion upon the objects contem- 





een OT FT eal’ Se Eo 


a eonoerc-_, 


{June 24; 1886} 


ted in the measure, or, indeed, to 
arrive at any decision whatever regard- 
ing it. 
CRIME AND OUTRAGE (IRELAND)— 
RIOTS AT MONAGHAN. 


Dr. COMMINS (Roscommon, 8.) (for 
Mr. Paratck O’Brien) (Monaghan, 8.) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether the 
Commission of Inquiry, about to be 
issued by the Government to inquire 
into the recent riots at Belfast, will be 
empowered to investigate the deplorable 
occurrences of the 8th instant at Mona- 
ghan; and, whether the conduct of the 
magistrates, paid and unpaid, in the 
several places where riots recently oc- 
curred will be investigated by said Com- 
mission ? 

Tae PRESIDENT or raz LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
reup) (Halifax) (who replied) said: 
The Irish Government do not think 
it necessary to have a sworn inquiry 
into the occurrence at Monaghan. The 
whole affair did not last more than 
half-an-hour. Not more than 30 or 40 
persons were engaged in it. And there 


is every reason to suppose that it had its 
origin in a personal and not a party or 


political motive. As regards Belfast, 
the inquiry will extend, as already stated, 
to the action of the magistrates. 
Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.): Can they 
compel the attendance of witnesses ? 
Mr. STANSFELD: I do not know. 
I will make inquiry. 


THE NETHERLANDS GOVERNMENT— 
ALLEGED OPPRESSIVE PROCEED- 
INGS TOWARDS MR. GODDEN AT 
CURACAO. 


Mr. BANISTER FLETCHER( Wilts, 
Chippenham) asked the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs, Whether, 
with reference to the acts of oppression 
to which Mr. Godden, a British mer- 
chant, has been subjected by the Dutch 
authorities in Curacao, would he state 
whether the representation which has 
been addressed to the Netherlands 
Government on the subject was an 
official representation by Her Majesty’s 
Government ; whether Her Majesty’s 
Government are aware that three of the 
grievances complained of are not affected 
by any question of law; and, if so, 
whether they will make a further repre- 
sentation to the Netherlands Govern- 
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ment respecting them, with the view 
of obtaining immediate ion for 
British trade with the Island, and with- 
out waiting for the decisions of courts of 
law upon matters connected with other 
grievances ; and, whether he has any 
objection to lay upon the Table Copies 
of the communications received in anawer 
to the inquiries which have been made 
by Her Majesty’s Government on the 
subjects referred to? 

THe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE (Mr. Bryce) (Aberdeen, 8.) : 
The only matter respecting which Mr. 
Godden has solicited the intervention of 
Her Majesty’s Government is the alleged 
excessive assessment of ground tax on 
his property in Curacao. Her Majesty’s 
Minister at the Hague was instructed to 
represent this case unofficially to the 
Netherlands Government, and to ask if 
there were any remedy for Mr. Godden 

ainst the injustice of which he com- 
plains. The substance of the reply of 
the Netherlands Government was com- 
municated to Mr. Godden on March 2 
last. There would not be any public 
object to be gained in return for the 
expense involved in printing and distri- 
buting to Members of both Houses the 
Correspondence which has passed on the 
subject. Her Majesty's Government 
have no cognizance of the other griey- 
ances referred to in the hon. Member’s 
Question ; but they will be very willing 
to do what they properly can on Mr. 
Godden’s behalf on learning from him 
the nature thereof: 


LANDLORD AND TENANT (IRELAND) — 
SALE OF LAND AT ELTON, CO. 
LIMERICK. 

Dr. COMMINS (Roscommon, 8.) (for 
Mr. Finucane) (Limerick, E.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether the interest in the 
farm of Mr. Edmond Davoren, of Elton, 
county Limerick, was advertised for sale 
on the 12th of June by his landlord; 
whether three days before sale the 
sheriff of county Limerick wrote to Mr. 
Davoren that the sale would not take 
place till the 19th instant; whether the 
sheriff, notwithstanding such notice, 
sold, in Mr. Davoren’s absence, the in- 
terest in his farm on the 12th June, the 
date originally fixed ; and, whether such 
sale is illegal; and, if so, will the 
Government take steps to prevent such 
sales for the future ? 
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Txt PRESIDENT or trae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
FELD) (Halifax) (who sephied) said, the 
Irish Government were advised that this 
was a matter in which they could not 
propery intervene. If any illegality 


ad taken place there was, of course, the 
legal remedy for the injured party. 


ARMS ACT (IRELAND)—SEIZURE OF 
ARMS AT LISNASKEA, CO. FER- 
MANAGH. 

Mr. HENRY CAMPBELL (Fer- 
managh, 8.) asked the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
Whether it is a fact that Mr. Dunne, 
ironmonger, &c. of Lisnaskea, county 
Fermanagh, purchased the arms which 
were seized by the police on the 2nd 
instant, for the purpose of selling them, 
not knowing that a licence for their sale 
was necessary nor that the county was 
proclaimed under the provisions of the 
Arms Act ; whether Mr. Dunne is ready 
to make an affidavit to this effect; and, 
whether, therefore, the prosecution 
entered against him by the police will 
be discontinued, and permission given 
to him to return the arms to the senders? 

Tae PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
FELD) (Halifax) (who replied) said, the 
Chief Secretary gathered from the state- 
ment which the hon. Member had sent 
him that Mr. Dunne made the case put 
forward in the Question ; but, as the hon. 
Member was aware, ignorance of the 
law was not a sufficient plea for its 
violation. No doubt, the magistrates 
would take into consideration all the 
circumstances which might be brought 
before them before deciding the case. 
The question as to how the arms were to 
be disposed of could not be considered 
until the case was concluded. If, how- 
ever, the arms were declared the pro- 
perty of the Crown the Chief Secretary 
would see that the hon. Member’s sug- 
gestion was not lost sight of. 


CROFTERS (SCOTLAND) ACT—THE 
SECRETARYSHIP OF THE COMMISSION. 


Mr. FRASER-MACKINTOSH (In- 
verness-shire) (for Dr. Macponatp) (Ross 
and Cromarty) asked the Lord Advocate, 
Whether the Crefter Commissioner, Mr. 
Macintyre, at various rural and urban 
telegraph offices in the counties of Ross, 
Inverness, and Sutherland, gave orders 
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that all telegrams in favour of Mr, 
Macintyre’s appointment were to be 
despatched free of expense to the - 
senders; whether Mr. William Duncan, 
solicitor, of Dingwall, is an applicant 
for the Secretaryship of the ters’ 
Commission; and, whether, in his 

fessional capacity, this gentleman has 
been repeatedly concerned in evictions, 
and is so at the present moment ? 

Tax COMPTROLLER or tm 
HOUSEHOLD (Mr. Marsorrpanxs) 
(Berwickshire) (who replied) said: [ 
regret that the Lord Advocate is 
absent in Scotland. In his absence [ 
have to say that this and the following 
Questions have very recently been put 
upon the Paper. The information re- 
quired has been asked for, but has not 
yet reached the Scottish Office. With 
regard to Mr. William Duncan, there is 
no information at the Scottish Office 
that would lead to the inference sug- 
gested. 


INLAND REVENUE—INCOME TAX IN 
TRALEE. 


Mr. E. HARRINGTON (Kerry, W.) 
asked the Secretary to the Treasury, If 
there has been in recent years (duringa 
time of depression in trade) an increase 
in the impost of Income Tax in Tralee; 
and, whether it is true that surveyors of 
this tax are paid poundage on what they 
succeed in collecting over and above the 
ordinary revenue assessment ? 

Tue SECRETARY ro rue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowxer) ( Wol- 
verhampton, E.): In Tralee, as in all 
other parts of the United Kingdom, the 
rate of Income Tax varies only as it is 
increased or reduced by Parliament. 
Surveyors are paid by salary, which 
does not in any way depend upon the 
amount of tax collected. 

Mr. E. HARRINGTONasked whether 
complaints had not reached the Govern- 
ment that the present Surveyor of In- 
come Tax had levied an enormous 
increase of Income Tax in Tralee? 

Mr. HENRY H. FOWLER said, he 
could not answer that Question without 
Notice. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE COMMISSIONERS 
(IRELAND). 

Mr. SEAGER HUNT (Marylebone, 

W.) asked the Chief Secretary to the 

Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Whether 
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the Commissioners of Tithe Rent Charge 
are pressing the landowners in Ireland 
for payment of Tithes, even when no 
rent for the period claimed has been re- 
ceived; whether proceedings for the 
appointment of a receiver have been 
threatened in the case of Mr. Penn 
Gaskell, of Shanagarry, county Cork, 
for Tithes due up to May 1886, when 
the rents on his estate have only been 
paid up to March 1885, and those only 
upon a reduction of twenty-five per 
cent. upon the rents already reduced to 
the extent of fifteen per cent. making a 
total reduction of, say, forty per cent. ; 
whether the Tithe Commissioners will 
be instructed to make a reduction corre- 
sponding to the reduction of rent; and, 
whether the Government will undertake 
to repeal the Act of 1872, 35 and 36 
Vie. oc. 90, so that a re-valuation fixed 
on the average price of corn for the 
previous seven years may be ready? 

THe PRESIDENT or trae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
FreLD) (Halifax) (who replied) said : The 
Land Commissioners state that they 
never press for the payment of tithe 
rent-charge if they are satisfied that no 
rent has been received, and that the 
reason for non-payment is not—what is 
often the case—that other claims rank- 
ing after theirs have been paid, leaving 
their prior claim unpaid. In the case of 
Mr. Penn Gaskell, of Shanagarry, county 
Oork, he owed in May last three half- 
years’ rent-charge, and offered to pay 
one. The Commissioners asked for the 
payment of a year’s charge, which was 
actually due on November 1, 1885. Mr. 
Penn Gaskell replied by asking for time 
until July 1 next, and his application 
was granted. The Commissioners have 
no power to maké a reduction in the 
amount due to them. 


IRELAND—IMPORTATION OF NORDEN- 
FELT CARTRIDGES. 

Mr. BIGGAR (Cavan, W.) (for Mr. 
0’Ketty) (Roscommon, N.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether his attention has 
been called to the following paragraph 
in The Freeman’s Journal of 12th June :— 

“Apropos of the ‘Civil War’ which the 

ge leaders threaten to wage at some future 
date, we would like to know if it is a fact that 
23 cases of Nordenfelt cartridges, containing 
1,000 each, and consigned to an Irish Peer not 
uconnected with Orange politics, were de- 
tained for two days at Holyhead recently. 
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Furthermore, we would ask the authorities 
whether, in the absence of-a detective who 
happened to be a Catholic, the cases were re- 
moved and f to the consignee, vid 
the North Wall;’’ 

and, whether he will take steps to in- 
form himself what foundation there is 
for the statement ? 

Tue PRESIDENT or rae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
FELD) (Halifax) (who replied) said: The 
Irish Government have seen the para- 
graph referred to. The cartridges were 
consigned legally to Lord Ardilaun, and 
the consignment and removal from 
Holyhead were with the full knowledge 
of the authorities. The greater number 
of the cases contained only 96 cart- 
ridges each; the largest not more than 
350. It is understood they are intended 
for private use at Lord Ardilaun’s resi- 
dence in the West of Ireland. 

Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.): Have the 
Government satisfied themselves that 
Lord Ardilaun intends to use all these 
20,000 cartridges ? 

Mr. STANSFELD: I am afraid I 
cannot do more than read the answer 
sent to me; but, as I said to the hon. 
Member a while ago, I will make any 
inquiry he wishes. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND)— 
THE EXAMINATIONS. 


Dr. KENNY (Cork, 8.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether the Commissioners 
of National Education in Ireland have 
recently issued a rule to the effect that, 
at the examination commencing July 
5th, in case the sum of the values given 
in any subject to the several answers be 
not equal to at least thirty-three per 
cent. of the maximum marks, no value 
will be assigned to the answering, and 
the teacher will be regarded as having 
failed on that subject; whether failure 
in any one subject involves failure in 
the whole examination; whether, in the 
past, twenty per cent. was the minimum 
required for a pass in each subject; 
what proportion of the successful can- 
didates for promotion or classification 
at the examinations held in July 1885 
obtained thirty-three, or more than 
thirty-three, per cent. (the now proposed 
minimum) in all the obligatory sub- 
jects; and, whether he can state on 
whose responsibility this rule was intro- 
duced ? 
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Tue PRESIDENT or tre LOOAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
FELD) (Halifax) (who replied) said: The 
Commissioners of National Education 
proposed to raise the minimum per- 
centage of marks required for teachers’ 
qualification in any subject from 20 to 
58; but the change is not to take effect 
until July, 1887. It is the case that 
candidates must pass without failure in 
any subject in their respective pro- 
grammes of examination. The infor- 
mation asked for regarding the exami- 
nation held in July, 1885, cannot, I am 
informed, be made out without consider- 
able trouble and expense. 


CRIME AND OUTRAGE (IRELAND)— 
RIOT AT STEWARTSTOWN. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Oo., Mid) (for 
Mr. Reyyotps) (Tyrone, E.) asked the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, Whether it is a fact that, on 
Saturday evening the 22nd of May, 
about eight o’clock, an armed mob of 
Orangemen marched from Tullyhogue 
to Stewartstown, and proceeding to the 
Catholic Chapel, where a mission was 
being conducted by the Passionist 
Fathers, commenced playing party 
tunes, shouting ‘‘To —— with the 


Pope,” and throwing stones at the con- 
gregation; whether it is a fact that 


several women and children were 
seriously injured; whether, in conse- 
oars a riot took place between the 

atholics and the Orangemen; whether 
Mr. Robert Wood requested Messieurs 
Hunt and Chambre, the other magis- 
trates present, to give instructions to the 
police to disarm and disperse the 
Orangemen, but they refused ; whether 
it is a fact that Sergeant Price, of the 
Police Force, received information early 
in the afternoon of the expedition, but 
neglected to communicate it to Mr. 
Wood, who lives within three minutes’ 
walk of the Police Barrack, or to pro- 
eure an adequate force for the protec- 
tion of the Catholic population; and, 
whether, in consequence of complaints 
against the said Sergeant Price in former 
cases of disturbance, an order was made 
for his removal from the district, and 
why such order has not been carried 
out ? 

Tut PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
FELD) (Halifax) (who replied) said: The 
information in the possession of the Irish 
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Government does not bear out all the 
allegations in this Question ; but, as q 
number of prosecutions arising out of the 
occurrence are now pending, it is better 
not to enter into particulars at the present 
time. The hon. Member has privately 
asked to have the matter inquired into by 
the Resident Magistrate of the district; 
but, as that gentleman will probably take 
— in the adjudication of the case, the 

rish Government considerthat heshould 
not be asked to prejudice himself by an 
ex parte inquiry beforehand. The order 
for transfer of Sergeant Price was not 
due to complaints against him in former 
cases of disturbance, and he was retained 
in consequence of strong representations 
of the value of his services to the 
locality. 


JAPAN—REVISION OF TREATIES. 

Mr. BADEN-POWELL (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) (for Mr. Sipney Hersert) 
(Croydon) asked the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, Whether a 
Convention is now sitting for the pur- 
pose of revising the Treaties of 1858 
and 1866 between this Country and 
Japan; whether he is aware that Mr. 
John Hartley and other merchants, 
being British subjects, have claims 
against the Japanese Government (in 
consequence of the violation of those 
Treaties on the part of that Govern- 
ment) which have not yet been settled; 
and, whether the signing of a new Treaty 
will prejudice those claims; and, if s0, 
whether Her Majesty’s Government will 
refuse to sign the Treaty until the 
Japanese Government have settled 
such claims ? 

Toe UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE (Mr. Bryce) (Aberdeen, S§.): 
A Conference is now sitting at Tokio for 
the purpose of revising the existing 
Treaties between Japan and Foreign 
Powers. The case of Mr. Hartley is 
well known to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and Questions in reference to it 
were asked in Parliament in February 
and March, 1884, and so recently as 
July last. My Predecessor stated that 
successive Secretaries of State had ar- 
rived at the conclusion that Mr. Hart- 
ley’s case was not such as to justify dip- 
lomatic interference. I am not aware of 
any other claims by British merchants. 
The new Treaty, if concluded, will not 
prejudice the claims of British sub- 
jects. 
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Palace of 


‘HE MAGISTRAOY ((RELAND)—MR. P. 
O'BE(RNE—THE NATIONAL LEAGUE. 


Mr. BIGGAR (Gavan, W.) (for Mr. 


Justin M‘Oarray) (Longford, N.) asked 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, If it is true that Mr. 
Patrick O’ Beirne, of Castlepollard, was, 
jn 1884, recommended to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of the county of Westmeath, by 
the Granard Board of Guardians, for 
the Commission of the Peace, and that 
the recommendation was refused on the 
und that he was then a member of 
the National League, and had been a 
member of the Land League, and that 
the same recommendation was sent, 
about two months ago, to the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland, and again re- 
fused ; if the reason for the refusal was 
the same in the latter instance as in the 
former ; and, if the Government are of 
opinion that no man is qualified for the 
Commission of the Peace in Ireland who 
is a member of the National League, or 
was a member of the Land League? 
Tae PRESIDENT or tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
rep) (Halifax) (who replied) said : It is 
the fact that Mr. O’Beirne was recom- 
mended in 1884 to the then Lord Chan- 
cellor (Sir Edward Sullivan) by the 
Granard Board of Guardians for the 
Commission of the Peace, and was not ap- 
pointed. The Executive are not aware 
of the reasons for that result. The ap- 
plication is now before the present Chan- 
cellor, who has not yet come to a decision 
upon it. I understand there is no such 
rule of disqualification as is suggested 
in the last paragraph of the Question. 


ARMY (ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT)— 
SMALL ARMS—THE MARTINI 
BREECH-BLOCK. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (UCan- 
terbury) asked the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, Whether 
the statement, reported in Zhe Times of 
the 17th instant to have been made the 
previous day, at the Royal United Ser- 
vice Institution, by Colonel Arbuthnot, 
Royal Artillery, Superintendent of the 
Royal Small Arms Factory, to the 
effect that the Martini breech-block is to 
be retained in the new Enfield Military 
Rifle, by the ‘‘ express orders ” of him- 
self, when Secretary of State for War, 
is true ; and, if so, on what grounds he 
took this action ? 
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“Tar SURVEYOR'' GENERAL or 
ORDNANCE (Mr. Woovatt) tvs 
who replied, said, the Martini breéch- 
block was retained in the new Martini- 
Enfield rifle because, after inquiry, it was 
reported to the Secretary of Btate by his 
professional advisers that no sufficient 
grounds existed for wens the ques- 
tion as to the pattern of breech action. 
His Royal Highness the Oommander-in- 
Chief coneurred in this recommendation, 
and it was finally approved by the Se- 
eretary of State. 






LAW AND JUSTICE (ENGLAND AND 
WALES)—DEVON QUARTER SESSIONS 
—CASE OF CHARLES TOWILL, 


Mr. HOWELL. (Bethnal Green, N.E.) 
(for Mr. Szare-Hayne) (Devon, | Ash- 
burton) asked the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, If his attention 
has been directed to the case of Charles 
Towill, who was sentenced at the Devon 
Quarter Sessions, on the 7th of April 
last, to six months’ imprisonment, with 
hard labour, for stealing a bundle of 
hay valued at 1s. 6d., and recommended 
to merey by the jury on the ground 
‘that there was no real. evidence that 
he stole the hay ;” and, whether, under 
these circumstances, he will take steps 
to revise or remit the sentence ? 

Tae SECRETARY vo trae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowzzr) (Wol- 
verhampton, E.): The attention of the 
Secretary of State was not called to this 
case until the Question of the hon. 
Member appeared on the Paper. He 
is now making careful inquiry into the 
circumstances, and when this is com- 

leted the hon. Member will be in- 
ormed of the decision arrived at. 


‘PALACE OF WESTMINSTER—VENTI. 
LATION OF THIS HOUSE. 


Mr. ISAACS (Newington, Walworth) 
asked the First Commissioner of Works, 
Whether a report has been received 
from an independent professional ex- 
pert who has been consulted as to the 
drainage of the Palace of Westminster ; 
whether such report approves the re- 
commendations of the Select Committee 
on the Ventilation of the House as to 
the remedial measures to be under- 
taken in regard to such drainage; and, 
whether the works involved will be 
carried out during the fortheoming 
Recess ? 


K 
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Mr. LEVESON GOWER (A. Lorp 
of the Treasury) (Stafford, N.W.) (who 
replied) said: The First Commie- 
sioner of Works yesterday received 
a long Report from Mr. Shone on 
the manner in which his system of 
drainage, which was recommended by 
the Select Committee, could be applied 
to the Houses of Parliament. After a 
conference this morning, Mr. Shone has 
undertaken to supply further details, 
more especially on the point of the 
practicability of carrying out these 
works in a short time. Of course, the 
time that will be available will very 
much depend on whether the House 
meets next month or in October. The 
First Commissioner of Works sees rea- 
son to hope that plans may be prepared 
which would give effect to the main 
recommendations of the Committee— 
namely, that the sewage of the House 
should no longer be carried away by 
gravitation only. I may assure the 
House that every exertion will be made 
to carry out any works that can be com- 
pleted at the earliest possible moment. 

Sm WALTER BARTTELOT 


(Sussex, Horsham) said, he would like 
to have some assurance from the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury that the works 


would for a certainty be commenced 
and carried out during the Recess. 
They had suffered very much during 
the present Session, and they should be 
anxious that the new House of Parlia- 
ment should, at any rate, have to thank 
this House of Parliament for having, to 
the best of their power and ability, in- 
sisted on some proper drainage being 
carried out. He, therefore, asked the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
would give an assurance that works 
would be carried out to effect the object 
which they had in view? 

Tue SECRETARY ro tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fowtzr) ‘ Wol- 
verhampton, E.) said that, so far as the 
Treasury was concerned, there should be 
no lack of zeal in the matter. The 
Treasury only had to find the money, 
but the First Commissioner had to de- 
cide on the works; and when he had 
satisfied himself as to the proper course 
to be adopted in order to make the 
House sanitarily safe he could assure 
his hon. Friend that the authorities at 
the Treasury would do their best not to 
oppose any technical or financial obstacle 
to the carrying out of the works. 
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TRADE AND COMMERCE—THE ANGLO. 
SPANISH CONVENTION. 


Mz. 8. SMITH (Flintshire) asked the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, Whether he could inform the 
House what steps had been taken 
Her Majesty's Government and the 
Spanish Government respectively to 
carry out the terms of the Commercial 
Convention recently concluded with 
Spain; and, whether the Convention 
would come into force on July 1, as 
specified in Article 1? 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE (Mr. Bryce) (Aberdeen, 8.) : In 
reply tothe Question of my hon. Friend, 
I may inform him that, as the House is 
aware, by the Customs Bill, which passed 
the House of Lords yesterday and now 
awaits the Royal Assent, Her Majesty’s 
Government are empowered, on a day 
hereafter to be fixed, to carry out the 
terms of the Convention as regards the 
alteration in the division of the aleoholic 
scale for the Wine Duties which is pro- 
vided for therein. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will, therefore, be at once in a 
position to perform the part of the en- 
gagement undertaken by this country, 
With regard to the Spanish Govern- 
ment, it appears that some unavoidable 
delay has taken place, and I fear that 
the consent of the Spanish Cortes to the 
Convention will not be obtained in time 
to allow of its coming into force on the 
date fixed—namely, July 1. In ac- 
cordance, therefore, with the terms of 
Article 1, it will become necessary to fix 
a later date ; and Sir Clare Ford has been 
instructed to approach tie Spanish Mi- 
nister for Foreign Affairs with a view to 
securing that a date as early as possible 
—and, it is hoped, one falling in the 
month of July—shall be fixed for the 
full execution of the Convention. No 
time will be lost in giving the fullest 
ayn to whatever arrangements may 

e made on this subject. 


IRISH LAND ACT, 1870--SEC. 9— 
EVICTIONS. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) asked 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland, Whe- 
ther, considering the extreme depression 
and the advantage being taken of it by 
evicting landlords in furthering eyvic- 
tions to promote exasperation and foment 
discontent, the Government will direct 
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the attention of the County Court and 
other Judges in Ireland to their powers 
to stay execution in all cases of eyic- 
tions for arrears of exorbitant rent under 
Section 9 of the Irish Land Act of 1870, 
where injustice or hardship may be in- 
flicted upon the tenant by its immediate 
issue, as has been done recently by Mr. 
Waters, Q.C., the County Court Judge 
for the county of Waterford ? 

Tue PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
reLD) (Halifax) (who replied) said: The 
Executive Government have no control 
over the Judges, and no power to make 
any suggestion as to the mode in which 
they should exercise their judicial func- 
tions. 

Dr. TANNER: Am I to understand 
that the Government cannot practically 
give any recommendation to the County 
Court Judges or other Judges that they 
should act in the manner indicated under 
the circumstances ? 

Mr. STANSFELD: Clearly it does 
not require an Irish Secretary to say 
that such a proceeding would be entirely 
out of order. The first principle of our 
jurisprudence is that Judges are inde- 
pendent. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


oO -—— 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (RE- 
TURNING OFFICERS) ACT (1876) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


CONSIDERATION OF LORDS’ AMEND- 
MENTS. 


Order for Consideration of Lords’ 
Amendments forthwith read. 


Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.) said, that in 
regard to the Irish Bill the Lords had 
gone about its consideration in a very 
thorough manner, for they had cut it all 
away except the !st clause and a short 
title. They had cut out the clause pro- 
viding for the payment of the Returning 
Officers’ expenses out of therates; but 
the Schedule which dealt with the 
cheapening of expenses would have 
been very useful. He hoped the House 
would disagree with the Lords as re- 
garded the clauses struck out. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH (Northampton) 
said that, in the absence of his hon. Col- 
league (Mr. Labouchere), he should not 
resist any Motion to agree with the Lords’ 
Amendments; but he must say that if it 
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were worth pressing the clause provid- 
ing for the payment of the Returning 
Officers’ expenses out of the rates at a 
late peried of the Session at all, he re- 
gretted that those who it had 
not carried the fight to the fullest extent. 
He had placed ‘on the Paper a clause 
making candidates, who did not poll 
one-fourth of the quota electing, respon- 
sible for a share of the election ex- 
penses; and though he withdrew this 
in deference to a generally expressed 
wish to avoid contentious discussion at 
that stage, he should certainly, if he 
had the opportunity, renew that, ora 
like restriction, on improvident candi- 
datures. 

Sin RICHARD WEBSTER (Isle of 
Wight) wished to know what course 
Her Majesty’s Government proposed to 
take with regard to this Bill? For his 
own part, he did not think that the 
House had sufficient information before 
them to enable them to decide as to 
what were and what were not proper 
charges. In 1875 the Schedule was 
most carefully considered by a Select 
Committee, and he considered it a proper 
course that a Committee should inquire 
into the matter. 

Mr. T. H. BOLTON (8t. Pancras, N.) 


complained of the want of uniformity in 


the Returning Officers’ charges. He 
thought that the sums fixed by the Sche- 
dules were sufficient to enable the Re- 
turning Officers to discharge their duties ; 
and, therefore, he hoped that the House 
would adhere to them. 

Coronet KING-HARMAN (Kent, 
Isle of Thanet) said, he understood 
that the hon. and learned Member for 
South Londonderry would be satisfied 
if the Bill were restored to the shape in 
which it was originally introduced into 
that House. He hoped that the House 
would agree to the Lords’ Amend- 
ments. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said, that the 2nd and 3rd clauses, 
throwing the expenses of Returning 
Officers upon the rates and reducing the 
maximum charges, had been thrown out 
by the House of Lords. When the ques- 
tions were under discussion in the House 
of Commons an hon. Member on the 
Front Opposition Bench got up and said 
the Bill was certain to be thrown out by 
the House of Lords, which was a mon- 
strous assertion to make. He was pre- 
sent in the House of Lords, and saw on 
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one side a mass of Conservative Peers 
and very few on the other. Lord Salis- 
bury got up and said he would only 
allow the Bill to if these clauses 
were struck out. It was making a per- 
fect farce of representative government 
if the House of Commons was to be 
threatened that a Bill would be thrown 
out by the House of Lords, and when 
it. was in that House a Peer was to rise 
and say it should not pass unless those 
two clauses were struck out. He was 
not going to argue that they should dis- 
agree with the House of Lords, because 
at this period that could not be done. 
The House of Commons were in the 
position of slaves to the Conservative 
Leader of the House of Lords, and he 
thought that a monstrous position. The 
mode of election concerned the Members 
of the House of Commons very vitally. 
They heard a great deal at the present 
time of long purses being subscribed for 
the defeat of certain candidates. [ Cries 
of *‘ Question! ” 

Coronet KING-HARMAN asked 
whether the hon. Member for North- 
ampton was in Order? 

Mr. SPEAKER said, he thought the 
hon. Member was not confining himself 
strictly to the Question. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE said, he was 
merely pointing out that it had been 
stated in the newspapers that large sums 
of money were being subscribed by the 
opponents of the present Government, 
and that, in the opinion of those gen- 
tlemen, it was most essential that they 
should have money on their side. This 
Bill, if those clausee had been retained, 
would have enabled poor men to send 
poor men to Parliament; it would have 
enabled electors to choose Represen- 
tatives for themselves, instead of having 
Representatives chosen for them. The 
House of Lords had chosen to alter that, 
and he left the country to form an opi- 
nion as to their conduct. 

Sm GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
ealdy, &c.) said, he sympathized with 
what had been stated, but pointed out 
that unless the Lords’ Amendments were 
agreed to the Bill would. be lost. That 
he thought was very hard. 

Mr. BRODRICK (Surrey, Guildford) 
said, heconsidered the action ofthe House 
of Lords with respect to the Schedule 
was perfectly justifiable. The country 
had never been consulted. He doubted 
whether the country would have ap- 


Mr. Labouchere 
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proved of the expense of elections bei 
thrown on the rates. He thought ita 
most questionable thing for hon. Mem- 
bers to transfer a charge amounting to 
£250,000 from its own shoulders on 
to those of their constituents on the eve 
of an election. Moreover, the principal 
clause in the Bill of which so much had 
been heard was introduced at the last 
moment, and that at a very late hour 
of the night, when the attendance of 
Members was small. He hoped the Go- 
vernment would adhere to the arrange: 
ment which had been arrived at, and 
take an early opportunity, if in Office 
next Session, of appointing a Committee 
to inquire into the charges of Returning 
Officers. 

Sir JOSEPH M‘KENNA (Mona: 
ghan, 8.) said, he regretted that the 
Schedule had been struck out, but 
trusted that the Bill, curtailed as it was, 
would be allowed to pass, because it 
ie! pam to have half a Bill than none 
at all. 

Tue PRESIDENT or raz LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Srans- 
FELD) (Halifax) said that, so far as the 
Members of the Government in the 
House of Lords were concerned, in the 
action they had taken they had sub- 
mitted to superior force. It was not 
a fair inference on the part of hon. 
Members to suppose that they were 
convinced by the arguments of those 
who excluded the Schedule from the 
Bill. But the real difficulty was 
that there was no time for conflict 
with the other House; and if the Bill 
was not accepted in its present state it 
would not pass into law at all this Ses- 
sion. As far as Great Britain was con- 
cerned, there was not a case to press 
against the Houseof Lords. The simple 
Bill originally introduced had been en- 
larged in its seope by the insertion of a 
clause ; and he was not pr d to say 
that the House of Lords had exceeded 
their legislative rights in rejecting these 
particular provisions. He suggested to 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
however, whethersome compromise might 
not be arrived at as to the scale-of Irish 


Returning Officers’ charges being treated 
differently from those connected with 
England and Scotland. 

Mr. ROUND (Essex, N.E., Harwich) 
maintained that the House of Lords was 
acting quite within their duty, and with 
the entire approval of the country, in 
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resisting the placing of Returning Offi- 
cers’ charges on the rates. 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR (Done- 
gal, E.) said, that any undue insistance 
on the restoration of this Bill to the con- 
dition in which it previously left the 
House of Commons would certainly im- 
peril its passing into law this year. If 
the Bill was desired, therefore, it was 
necessary that they should not prove 
unduly obstinate on the present occa- 
sion. Much labour had been devoted to 
the drafting of the measure, and he ap- 

ed to hon. Members to assist in al- 
wing so much of the Bill as referred to 
Ireland to pass. 

Mr. W. H. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster) said, that, speaking for his 
Friends on the Front Opposition Bench, 
he should have been glad if it were pos- 
sible at that time to arrive at any com- 
promise which would legitimately reduce 
the cost of elections; but, unfortunately, 
there was no time for any such compro- 
mise. In the House of Lords on Tues- 
day, it was, he believed, stated on the 

rt of the Government there that if the 

came back to the House of Lords 
consisting of anything more than the 
appeal for the taxation of charges the 
om biens of the Government present 
een themselves not to press their 
rdships to accept the Amendments. 
That engagement having been entered 
into in the other House by the Govern- 
ment, he thought it was hopeless to 
expect that any compromise could be 
arranged or settled now. He woulda 
peal to hon. Gentlemen whether it would 
not be better, in all the circumstances, 
to stand by the arrangement made in 
the House of Lords, and leave the Sche- 
dale as to rates to a future Parliament? 
It had been urged, with considerable 
foree, that sufficient time had not been 
given for the consideration of the Sche- 
dule. Members of Parliament them- 
selves had an interest in seeing that the 
scale should not be excessive, and no 
effort should be wanting on the part of 
those with whom he acted to secure that 
result in an early Session. 

Tae SEORETARY to raz TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henry H. Fow er) (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) said, he agreed en- 
tirely with the very sensible remarks 
made by the right hon. Member for the 
Strand (Mr. W.H. Smith). They were 
im a position in which time was abso- 
lutely their master. The House of Lords 
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said they would throw out the Bill alto- 
gether unless it was reduced to the 
Appeal Clause. He sympathized very 
much with his Irish Friends as to this 
Schedule, and if he might advise them 
it would be not to mix the Irish Sche- 
dule in future with the English scale of 
charges. The whole scale in Ireland 
ought to be at a much lowerrate. They 
had better take the Bill as it came down 
from the Lords—half a loaf was better 
than no bread. Enormous injustice was 
done at the last Election in consequence 
of there being no appeal from the taxing 
master. He, therefore, thought they 
should secure the advantages of the 
appeal, and it would be the absolute 
duty of the next Parliament to have a 
Committee appointed at the very com- 
mencement to consider on proper evi- 
dence the whole question of the Return- 
ing Officers’ charges. 

. MOLLOY (King’s Co., Birr) ob- 
served that the appeal was absolutely 
worthless. He thought the most dig- 
nified course would be to throw out the 
Lords’ Amendments altogether. 

Dr. COMMINS (Roscommon, 8.) 
said, he agreed with his hon. Friend. 
The Appeal Clauss would be worthless. 
In many cases the cost of the appeal 
would be more than the amount in dis- 

ute. 

Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.) hoped he 
might, by the indulgence of the House, 
be allowed to say he had been in com- 
munication with his hon. and learned 
Friend the Member for South Derry 
(Mr. T. M. Healy), and he was disposed 
to take the view that it was better to 
have the Appeal Clauses than nothing. 

Sr J OHN SWINBURNE (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield) denied thatthe Bill had 
been sprung upon the country, as stated 
in the House of Lords, and as had just 
been stated from the Tory Benches 
by the hon. Member for the Guildford 
Division of Surrey (Mr. Brodrick). 
Night after night the debate on the Bill 
came on, but was adjourned to suit the 
convenience of the Tory Members oppo- 
site, and to allow of the question being 
thoroughly debated on both sides of the 
House; and it was monstrous now to 
declare that the House had been taken 
by surprise and the subject sprung on 
the country. 


Lords’ Amendments constdered, and 
agreed to. 
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RETURNING OFFICERS’ CHARGES 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


CONSIDERATION OF LORDS’ AMENDMENTS. 


Order for Consideration of Lords’ 
Amendments forthwith read. 

Mz. J. WILSON (Edinburgh, Central) 
observed that it was distressing that 
such a good and valuable Bill should be 
thrown out at that stage. With refer- 
ence to the hints about money being 
collected in certain quarters to oppose 
the 
“ Order!” 

Mr. SPEAKER said, that the hon. 
Member was out of Order in introducing 
matters which had nothing to do with 
the Question before the House. 

Mr. MARJORIBANKS (Berwick- 
shire) said, communications had taken 
ay with the Sheriffs throughout Scot- 
and ; and these gentlemen had generally 
agreed, as far as possible, to make their 
charges conform to the Schedule of 
charges set down by the Lord Advocate, 
but which had been struck out of the 
Bill by the House of Lords. 

Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
ogreed to. 


MEDICAL ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
CONSIDERATION OF LORDS’ AMENDMENTS. 


Order for Consideration of Lords’ 
Amendments forthwith read. 


Lords’ Amendments considered. 


Dr. TANNER (Cork Co., Mid) re- 
marked, that when the Bill was under 
discussion in that House a division was 
taken on the point whether the Uni- 
versities of Aberdeon and St. Andrew’s 
should each have a Member, or whether 
they should have one Member between 
them. On that occasion the House 
came to the conclusion that it would be 
better to treat them collectively; and, 
therefore, he now moved that the House 


should disagree with the Amendment | 
which had come down from the Lords, | 
giving one Member to each University. | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘* That this House doth disagree with the 


Lords in the said Amendment.’”’—(Dr. | 


Tanner. ) 


Mr. J. A. CAMPBELL (Glasgow and | 
Aberdeen Universities) said, that after | 


- giving to the Victoria University and 
the University of Durham each one re- 
resentative on the Medical Council the 
ouse refused to do the same justice to 
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Amendment Bill. 


| the Universities of Aberdeen and * St, 
Andrew’s, although their case, and ag: 
pecially the case of Aberdeen, was ', 
much stronger one than that of Vic. 
toria University and the University 
of Durham. That mistake had been 
| corrected in the other House, and he 
hoped the Lords’ Amendments would 
_be agreed to. Aberdeen University 
| was a Medical School, and the Univer. 
| sity of St. Andrew’s, although most effi- 
| cient in other respects, was not a Medical 
| School. It was an Examining Body in 
| medicine; it had a large number ‘of 
| medical graduates, and therefore might 
be considered fit to be intrusted with 
| the nomination of a member to the 
| Medical Council; but there was an 
|ineongruity in linking it with the 
Medical School of Aberdeen in send- 
ing a joint representative to the Medi. 
eal Council. It had been said that 
under the present Medical Act Univer. 
sities were linked together in sending 
representatives to the Medical Council. 
At present the University of Glasgow 
and the University of St. Andrew’s were 
linked together for that purpose. But 
the practice did not work satisfactorily, 
It was found to be exceedingly objection- 
able that a large Medical School such as 
the University of Glasgow should not 
| have the power to nominate a member of 
the Medical Council without reference to 
| the University of St.Andrew’s, which was 
entirely on a different footing in regard 
to medical education. An objection was 
raised on the previous occasion that 
what was now proposed by the Amend- 
ment of the Lords would increase too 
much the representation of Universities 
on the Medical Council; but he would 
point out that the University of St. An- 
drew’s might be regarded more as repre- 
senting Medical Corporations than Uni. 
versities, so that what the Lords had 
done kept the proportion as it was at pre- 
sent. 

Tue VICE PRESIDENT or ta 
COUNCIL (Sir Lyon engin” (Leeds, 
8.) said, that though he considered the 
| arrangement in the Bill as he intro- 
duced it the best, yet, the House of Com- 
mons having divided Victoria University 
/and the University of Durham, and as 
these two Scottish Universities were the 
only Bodies of the kind united for this 
‘purpose, he voted for a proposal to 
| separate them as a logical consequence 
of the other decision. He thought they 
‘should agree to the Lords’ Amendment. 
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Mz. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.) said, he 
would urge his hon. Friend.not to press 
his objection. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Remaining Amendments agreed to. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
QONSIDERATION OF LORDS’ AMENDMENTS. 
Order for Consideration of Lords’ 


Amendments to Commons’ Amendments 
to Lords’ Amendments forthwith read. 


Mr. SEXTON (Sligo, 8.) said, he 
objected to the Amendments on the 
ground that they were a breach of the 
understanding which had been arrived 
at. The House had accepted all the 
lords’ Amendments except three, and 
it was understood that with respect to 
those the Bill was to be restored to its 
original form. But the Lords had now 
introduced Amendments with respect to 
the definition of agricultural labourers, 
the home farm, and the compulsory pur- 
chase of land. He would not move to 
disagree with these Amendments, as it 
would be useless; but he protested 

ainst them. 

Mr. BRODRICK (Surrey, Guildford) 
said, he agreed with the objection of the 
hon. Member to the new definition of 
“agricultural labourer,” and would 
suggest that the House disagree with 
that Amendment; and he had authority 
to say that, if the other Amendments 
were agreed to, the Lords would not be 
unwilling to restore the original defini- 
tion made in that House. 


Lords’ Amendments considered. 


Several Amendments disagreed to; 
several agreed to. 

Committee appointed, ‘‘to draw up Reasons 
to be assigned to The Lords for disagreeing to 
the Amendments to which this House hath 

:"—Mr. Henry H. Fow.er, Mr. 
Stansretp, Mr. Szxtron, Mr. Bropricx, Mr. 
Lzyzson Gower, Colonel, Kine-Harman, an 
Mr. Arnotpy Mortzy:—To withdraw imme- 
diately ; Three to be the quorum. 


EAST INDIA (REVENUE ACCOUNTS). 
REPORT, 
Resolution [June 21] reported. 
CASE OF MR. MOORE. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


.Lorpn RANDOLPH CHURCHILL 
(Paddington, 8.) said, he wished to 
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take that opportunity of calling atten- 
tion to some remarks made in his 
absence on Monday night by the hon. 
Member for Kirkealdy (Sir George 
Campbell) with reference to Mr. Moore. 
Those remarks, as reported, appeared to 
be in the nature of a personal attack 
upon himself, and also an attack upon 
the character of one of the very best 
public servants whom the country ever 
possessed. The hon. Gentleman’ was 
reported to have said, in the discussion 
“9 the Indian Budget on Monday, 
that— 


“He protested against the waste of money 
resulting from the re-arrangement of offices 
which enabled gentlemen in the prime of life 
to retire upon pensions. He found that a 
Mr. Moore, who had retired on a pension of 
£800 per annum in consequence of so-called re- 
arrangement of offices, had been acting as 
Private Secretary to the noble Lord the late 
Secretary for India. He did not know who 
was responsible for that matter, but he could 
not hel regarding it as a monstrous and a 
gross job. 

The hon. Member was are to have 
accused him (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
of having been guilty of a monstrous 
job in appointing Mr. Moore as his 

ivate Secretary, and also, he supposed, 
of having been guilty of a gross job 
in regard to the re-arrangement of 
offices —— 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.): Perhaps the noble Lord 
will allow me to explain. I said nothing 
of the kind. 

Lorpv RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
The hon. Gentleman will have his 
opportunity of speaking afterwards. In 
the interests of the gentleman in ques- 
tion he was bound to take notice of the 
matter. The re-organization scheme 
under which Mr. Moore retired from 
service in India was approved by the 
Secretary of State (the Earl of Kim- 
berley) in Council on January 6, 1885. 
Its author was Mr. Godley, now Per- 


q| manent Under Secretary of State for 


India, and it was considered by the 
Finance Committee of the Council and 
by the Council itself. In accordance 
with that re-organization the number of 
appointments in the higher grades of 
the Service was reduced, and the salaries 
in the lower grades were increased. 
The result was a saving, prospective if 
not immediate, which was thought to be 
for the interests of the Public Service. 
In order that the scheme might be 
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brought into operation it was thought 
that such of the existing holders of the 
offices dealt with as were willing to 
retire should be allowed to do so. One 
of the provisions of the scheme autho- 
rized the Secretary of State to grant a 
pension for past services without the 
production of the usual certificate of in- 
capacity for further service. In accord- 
ance with the provisions of this scheme 
Mr. Moore, having served 26 years in 
the India Office, and having been 
originally in the employ of the old East 
India Company, tendered his resigna- 
tion on February 3, 1885, and the 
resignation took effect on the 24th of 
June, the latest possible date under the 
terms of the scheme. It was accepted 
by Lord Kimberley on May 15, a month 
before the Government went out of 
Office. Mr. Moore was granted £733 
er annum, which was the pension he 
had earned; not £800, as the hon. 
Member said. These were the circum- 
stances which the hon. Member appa- 
rently thought could justly be described 
as amounting to a gross and monstrous 
job. The transaction was no. more in 
the nature of a job than was the retire- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman himself 
from the Indian Service. The hon. 


Member retired at the age of 50, in the 
prime of life—he might say, judging 
from the hon. Member’s appearance, in 


Then the hon. Mem- 
ber retired on a pension of £1,000 
a-year. But more than that. On the 
hon. Gentleman’s retirement he was ap- 
pointed to a seat on the Indian Council 
at a salary of £1,200 a-year. Yet the 
hon. Member objected to the retirement 
of Mr. Moore on a pension of £733 
a-year, and his cnphor eens afterwards 
by himself (Lord Randolph Churchill) 
at the small and inadequate salary of 
£300 a-year. He supposed that his 
appointment of Mr. Moore as his Secre- 
tary was the gross political job of which 
the hon. Member complained. 

Str GEORGE CAMPBELL: No, no; 
I deny that. 

Lorv RANDOLPH OHURCHILL 
said, that on taking Office he learned 
by the greatest piece of good fortune 
that Mr. Moore’s services were avail- 
able, and the entire India Department 
told him that if he could secure Mr. 
Moore’s services he should be excep- 
tionally fortunate. Mr. Moore’s expe- 
riences were conspicuously exceptional ; 


Lord Randolph Churchill 


the youth of life. 
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(Lord Randolph Churchill) was at the 
India Office he had been able to dis. 
ch the duties with any degree of 
satisfaction, it was greatly owing to the 
assistance he received from Mr. Moore, 
He supposed he should not, in the 
opinion of the hon. Member for Kirk. 
caldy, have been perpetrating a 
job if he had put a near relative of his 
own into this lucrative office, as the 
resent Secretary of State had done, 
fnstead of taking that course, he had 
endeavoured to secure the services of 
the best man that the Indian Service 
could produce. Until he became Secre- 
tary of State he was unacquainted with 
Mr. Moore. He had thought it right, 
in justice to Mr. Moore—about himself 
he did not care—to make these observa- 
tions, in order that the public might not 
be misled by the accusations of the hon. 
Member. 

Str GEORGE CAMPBELL said, he 
thought the tone of the noble Lord’s 
speech was somewhat hard upon him, 
because when the noble Lord informed 
him of his intention to bring the matter 
before the House he had told the noble 
Lord that he had entirely misappre- 
hended the purport of his speech. He 
did not intend to make an attack on the 
noble Lord, or upon Mr. Moore. The 
report of his speech which appeared in 
The Times was condensed to about a fifth 
of what he really said, and he was not 
at all surprised that it should have con- 
veyed a false impression to the noble 
Lord. What he denounced as a mon- 
strous and gross job was not the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Moore by the noble Lord 
as his Private Secretary, but those who 
shunted Mr. Moore while he was still in 
the prime of life, and gave him 4 
pension. In that respect he thought 
the noble Lord had proved his ( 
George Cam wars) case to the very 
hilt. He still said that the system under 
which such a man was shunted by the 
re-organization of offices was amonstrous 
and gross job. Re-organization was 
popular in all offices, for it enabled 
efficient men to retire with three-fourths 
of their salaries and accelerated promo- 
tion. But such re-arrangements took 
place too often in many public offices. 
As regarded what had been said about 
himself, he wished to say that he did 
not enjoy a pension at all; he enjoyed 
an annuity—the result of a contract for 
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Municipal Franchise 
which he paid largely himself; and the 
noble rey ives ‘qrentip mistaken if he 
supposed he (Sir George Campbell) was 
associated with any re-organization, or 
that he received anything whatever he 
was not entitled to under the strict law 
of contract. 

Tut SECRETARY ro tae TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Henny H. Fow ter) (Wol- 
yerhampton, E.)said, that the hon. Mem- 
ber for Kirkcaldy, after having been face 
to face with the noble Lord opposite, now, 
in the absence of the Under Seeretary 
for India, charged Lord Kimberley with 
having been guilty of a gross political 
job, and had repeated the statement 
over and over again without having 
brought forward a single bit of evi- 
dence —— 

Sir GEORGE CAMPBELL said, he 
had made the statement originally in 
the presence of the Under Secretary for 
India, who had the opportunity of con- 
tradicting it. 

Mr. HENRY H. FOWLER said, it 
had been contradicted already, and he 
would contradict it again. The Indian 
Council determined to re-organize this 
particular branch of the Indian Service, 
and Mr. Moore was perfectly within his 
right in retiring. The Secretary of State 
very much objected to Mr. Moore’s re- 
tirement, and very much deplored the 
loss of his services. Mr. Moore’s place 
had not been filled up, and there was 
consequently an actual saving in the 
office. He dared say Mr. Moore, if he 
were present, would characterize the 
amount he received, not as a pension, 
but as an annuity. The hon. Gentle- 
man first charged the noble Lord oppo- 
site with being guilty of a monstrous 
political job, and, the noble Lord having 
completely pulverized the case, the hon. 
Gentleman then went on to make a 
similar charge against Lord Kimberley. 
He much regretted that the hon. Gentle- 
man had thought it necessary to make 
these serious charges, for which there 
was really not the slightest foundation. 

-Mz. W. H. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster) said, he thoroughly agreed with 
the observations which had fallen from 
the right hon. Gentleman (Mr. Henry 
H. Fowler). He had often himself re- 
garded re-organizations with consider- 
able jealousy ; but no greater mischief 
could be done by those who wished to 


watch thesere-organizationsthan tospeak 
of an economical, wise, and proper re- 
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organization in the way the hon. Mem- 
ber for Kirkcaldy (Sir George Camp- 
bell) had spoken. It was part of the 
contract into which a public servant en- 
tered that if he was retired compulsorily 
he was to receive a pension, and Mr. 
Moore was perfectly within his own 
right in availing himself of the oppor- 
tunity offered to him to withdraw from 
the Public Service. He protested against 
the language of the hon. Gentleman as 
calculated to do great injury to the 
Public Service as a whole, and to place 
great obstacles in the way of an econo- 
mical re-organization. 

Tue CHANCELLOR or raz DUCHY 
or LANCASTER (Sir Ucutrep Kay- 
Snvurrtewortn) (Lancaster, Clitheroe) 
said, that everyone in the India Office 
much regretted Mr. Moore’s retirement. 
The unfortunate consequence of bring- 
ing these personal matters into debate 
was that one personality led to another; 
and he simply wished to say that he 
listened with extreme regret both to 
what the noble Lord opposite had said 
with regard to the present Private Secre- 
tary of the present Secretary of State, 
and also to the language used by the 
hon. Member behind him with regard 
to another appointment. 

Lorp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL 
said, all he had urged was that if his 
appointment of Mr. Moore, who was a 
stranger, as his Private Secretary was a 
gross political job, obviously the ap- 
pointment by tora Kimberley of his 
son 4 the same position was still more 
a job. 

Bin UGHTRED KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH said, he was glad to hear that 
the noble Lord did not imply that that 
appointment was a job. 

rp RANDOLPH CHURCHILL: 
Not at all. 

Sm UGHTRED KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH said, that nothing could be 
more excellent than the way in which 
that gentleman discharged his duties. 


Resolution agreed to. 


MUNICIPAL FRANCHISE (TRELAND) 
BILL.—[Buitt 9.] 
(Mr. James O’ Brien, Mr. Timothy Harrington, 
Mr. Richard Power, Mr. Mayne, Mr. Peter 
M‘ Donald.) 


THIRD READING. 
Order for Third Reading read. 
L 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Notice taken, that 40 Members were 
not present; House counted, and 40 
Members not being present, 


House adjourned at five minutes after 
Eight o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 


Friday, 25th June, 1886. 


MINUTES. ]—Pvnuiic Birts—Royal Assent— 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation) [49 & 50 
Vict. c. 26]; British North America [49 & 50 
Vict. c. 35}; West Indian Incumbered Es- 
tates [49 & 50 Viet. c. 36]; Infants [49 & 50 
Vict. c. 27]; Bankruptcy (Agricultural La- 
bourers’ Wages) [49 & 50 Viet. c. 28); 
Crofters (Scotland) (No. 2) [49 & 50 Viet. 
c. 29]; Patriotic Fund [49 & 50 Viet. c. 30]; 
Idiots [49 & 50 Viet. c. 25}; Oxford Uni- 
versity (Justices) [49 & 50 Vict. c. 31]; 
International and Colonial Copyright [49 & 
50 Viet. c. 33]; Contagious Diseases (Animals) 
[49 & 50 Vict. c. 32]; Incumbents of Bene- 
fices Loans Extension [49 & 50 Viet.c. 34); 
Patents Amendment [49 & 50 Vict. c. 37]; 
Losses by Riot (Compensation) [49 & 50 Viet. 
c. 38]; Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries 
[49 & 50 Vict. c. 39]; Coal Mines [49 & 50 
Vict. c. 40]; Customs [49 & 50 Vict. c. 41); 
Revising Barristers’ Appointment [49 & 40 
Vict, c. 42]; Revising Barristers (Ireland) 
& 50 Viet. c. 43]; Metropolitan Board of 

orks (Money) [49 & 50 Viet. c. 44]; Public 
Works Loans [49 & 50 Vict. c. 45}; Public 
Works Loans (Tramways Ireland) [49 & 50 
Vict. vc. 46]; Land Tax Commissioners Names 
[49 & 50 Vict. c. 47]; Medical Acts Amend- 
ment [49 & 50 Vict. c. 48]; Peterhead Har- 
bour of Refuge [49 & 50 Vict. c. 49}; Terms 
of Removal (Scotland) [49 & 50 Vict. c. 50}; 
Poor Law Loans and Relief (Scotland) [49 & 
60 Vict. c. 51]; Married Women (Mainte- 
nance in Case of Desertion) [49 & 50 Vict. c. 
52]; Sea Fishing Boats (Scotland) [49 & 50 
Viet. c. 53]; ‘Tithe Rentcharge (Extraordi- 
nary) Redemption [49 & 50 Vict. c. 54]; Shop 
Hours Regulation [49 & 50 Vict. c. 55}; In- 
toxicating Liquors (Sale to Children) [49 & 
50 Vict. c. 56); Parliamentary Elections 
(Returning Officers) Act (1875) Amendment 
[49 & 50 Viet. c. 57]; Returning Officers 
Charges (Scotland) [49 & 50 Vict. c. 58); 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts Amendment [49 & 
50 Vict. c. 59]; Post Office Sites [49 & 50 
Vict. c. li]; Turnpike Roads (South Wales) 
49 & 50 Vict. c. lii]; Westminster Abbey 

estoration [49 & 50 Vict. c. liii). 

ProvisionaL Orper Brits — Royal Assent — 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (Public Health Act) [49 & 50 Viet. c. 
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liv]; Local Government (Ireland) Provyj. 
sional Order (Fermoy) [49 & 50 Vict. o. ly}; 
Gas Provisional Orders (No. 1) [49 Pr 
Vict. c. lvi]; Drainage and Improvement of 
Lands (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No, 2) 
[49 & 50 Vict. e. lvii]; Municipal Corpora- 
tions (Scheme Confirmation) [49 & 50 Viet. ¢. 
lviii]; Gas and Water Provisional Orders 
{49 & 50 Vict. c. lix]; Water Provisional 
Orders [49 & 50 Vict. c. 1x]; Local Govern. 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 4) [49 & 50 
Viet. c. 1xi]; Police and Improvement (Scot- 
land) Provisional Order (Leith) [49 & 50 
Viet. c. lxii); Tramways Order in Council 
(Ireland) [49 & 50 Viet. c. Lxiii]. 


PROROGATION OF THE PARLIAMENT— 
HER MAJESTY’S SPEECH. 

Tae PARLIAMENT was this day 
prorogued by Commission. 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (Lord 
HERSCHELL) acquainted the House that 
Her Majesty had been pleased to grant 
two several Commissions; one for de- 
claring Her Royal Assent to several 
Bills agreed to by both Houses of Par- 
liament, and the other for proroguing 
the Parliament :—And the Lorps Com- 
MISSIONERS—namely, The Lorp Onay- 
cettor; The Lorp Crampertarn (The 
Earl of Kenmare); The Fart of Evom 
(First Commissioner of Works); The 
Lorp Monson (Captain of the Yeomen 
of the Guard) ; and The Lorp SupeE.ey 
—being in their Robes, and seated ona 
Form between the Throne and the Wool- 
sack; and the Commons being come, 
with their Speaker, and the Commission 
to that purpose being read, the Royan 
Assenr was given to several Bills. 


Then Taz LORD CHANCELLOR, 
pursuant to Her Majesty’s Command, 
delivered Her Majesty’s Speech, as 
follows :— 

“ My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

“ T nave determined to release you 
from your high duties before the fall 
accomplishment of the regular work 
of the Session, in order to ascertain 
the sense of my people upon the im- 
portant proposal to establish a Legis- 
lative Body in Ireland for the manage- 
ment of Irish as distinguished from 
Imperial affairs. 

“ With this view, it is my intention 
immediately to dissolve the present 
Parliament. 
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~*“T continue happily to maintain 
the most friendly relations with all 
Foreign Powers. 

“ T have the satisfaction of acquaint- 
ing you that the warlike operations of 
Servia against Bulgaria were, after a 
time, brought to a close through the 
wise counsels of the Powers and the 
forbearance of the Sultan ; as also that 
after a period of anxiety the adoption 
of pacific counsels in Greece, and the 
disarmament now in progress under 
the orders of its Government, have re- 
moved a serious danger to the peace 
of the East of Europe. 

“The state of affairs in Egypt has 
improved, and I have been enabled 
materially to reduce my force in that 
country, and to bring it within the 
southern limits of Egypt proper. 

“ T have concluded an arrangement 
with the Government of Spain which, 
if it should be adopted by the Cortes, 
will, I trust, increase our commercial 
intercourse with that country, and will 
also encourage the importation of 
colonial wines. 

“T have felt a lively pleasure in 
promoting the Exhibition of the Pro- 
ducts, Manufactures, and Arts of my 
Colonial and Indian Dominions, which 
is now being held in this Metropolis. 
I feel that this enterprise, and the 
cordial interest in it which is exhi- 
bited by the people, at once prove the 
sympathy which unites the several 
portions of the Empire, and power- 
fully tend to confirm and promote that 
sympathy. 

“ Gentlemen of the House of Com- 

mons, 

“ T thank you for the liberal supplies 
which you have provided in order to 
meet the exigencies of the public ser- 
vice, until a new Parliament shall have 
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an opportunity to complete the amounts 
necessary for the full service of the 
year. 

“ My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

“ Tt is with great satisfaction that I 
have given my assent to the Bill for 
amending the laws affecting the 
Crofters of the Highlands, to the Bill 
for effecting important reforms in con- 
nection with the Medical Profession, 
and to the Bill for amending the law 
relating to the Custody and Guardian- - 
ship of Children. 

“ Thave given my consent to a Bill 
making such changes in the Law of 
International Copyright as are neces- 
sary to enable this country to enter the 
International Copyright Union con- 
templated by the Convention about to 
be signed at Berne. In this Bill the 
opportunity has been taken of con- 
ferring on Colonial and Indian authors 
the benefits of copyright, valid and 
uniform in every part of my Do- 
minions. 

“Finally, it is my earnest prayer 
that the Parliament about to be elected 
may be so guided as to promote the 
peace, happiness, and contentment of 
my people, and the strength and union 
of the Empire.” 


Then a Commission for proroguing 
the Parliament was read. 


After which, 

Tue LORD CHANCELLOR said— 

My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

By virtue of Her Majesty’s Commis- 
sion, under the Great Seal, to us and 
other Lords directed, and now read, we 
do, in Her Majesty’s Name, and in 
obedience to Her Commands, prorogue 
this Parliament to Thursday the Fif- 
teenth day of July next, to be then 
here holden; and this Parliament is ac- 
cordingly prorogued to Thursday the 
Fift enth day of July next. 





279 Trerogation of 


HOUSE OF VOMMONS, 


Friday, 25th June, 1886. 


The House met at a quarter after 
Five of the clock. 


PROROGATION OF THE PARLIAMENT. 


Message to attend The Lorps Com-| 


MISSIONERS ;— 


The House went ;—and a Royal Com- 
mission to that purpose having been 
read, the Royal Assent was given to 
several Bills. 


And afterwards Her Majesty’s Most 
Gracious Speech was delivered to both 
Houses of Parliament by the Lord High 


{COMMONS} 


the Parliament. 


| Chancellor (in pursuance of Her Ma. 
| jesty’s Command). 


’ Then a Commission for proroguing 
the Parliament was read. 


After which, 


Taz LORD CHANCELLOR said— 

My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

By virtue of Her Majesty’s Commis- 
sion, under the Great Seal, to us and 
other Lords directed, and now read, we 
do, in Her Majesty’s Name and in obe- 
dience to Her Commands, prorogue this 
Parliament to Thursday the 15th day of 
|July next, to be then here holden; 
/and this Parliament is accordingly pro- 

rogued to Thursday the 15th day of 
| July next. 


| 





( 
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BY THE QUEEN. 


A PROCLAMATION, 


For Dissolving the present Parliament, and declaring the 
Calling of another. 


Victoria, R. 

\ 7 HEREAS We have thought fit, by and with the Advice of our Privy 

Council, to dissolve this present Parliament, which stands prorogued 
to Thursday the Fifteenth Day of July next: We do, for that End, publish 
this Our Royal Proclamation, and do hereby dissolve the said Parliament 
accordingly: And the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and the Knights, 
Citizens, and Burgesses, and the Commissioners for Shires and Burghs, of 
the House of Commons, are discharged from their Meeting and Attendance 
on the said Thursday the Fifteenth Day of July next: And We, being 
desirous and resolved, as soon as may be, to meet Our People, and to have 
their Advice in Parliament, do hereby make known to all Our loving Subjects 
Our Royal Will and Pleasure to call a new Parliament: And do hereby 
further declare, that, with the Advice of our Privy Council, We have given 
Order that Our Chancellor of that Part of Our United Kingdom called Great 
Britain and Our Chancellor of Jreland do respectively, upon Notice thereof, 
forthwith issue out Writs, in due Form and according to Law, for calling a 
new Parliament: And We do hereby also, by this Our Royal Proclamation 
under Our Great Seal of Our United Kingdom, require Writs forthwith to 
be issued accordingly by Our said Chancellors respectively, for causing the 
Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons, who are to serve in the said 
Parliament, to be duly returned to, and give their Attendance in, Our said 
Parliament on the Fifth Day of August next: which Writs are to be return- 
able in due course of Law. 


Given at Our Court at Windsor, this Twenty-sixth Day of June, in 
the Year of Our Lord One thousand eight hundred and eighty- 
six, and in the Fiftieth Year of Our Reign. 


GOD SAVE THE QUEEN. 
[To follow Text. | 
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PUBLIC GENERAL ACTS. 


1. AX Act to make temporary provision for | 
the conduct of the Business of the 
Office of Land Registry. 

2. An Act to declare the meaning of Section 
Eleven of the Freshwater Fisheries Act, 1878, 
so far as regards Eels. 

3. An Act to remove Doubts as to the Validity 
of certain Marriages. 

4. An Act to apply certain sums out of the 
Consolidated Fund to the service of the years 
ending on the thirty-first day of March one 
thousand eight hundred and eighty-five and 
one thousand eight hundred and eighty-six. 

5. An Act for extending, with Amendments, to 
Grounds for Drill and other Military Pur- 
poses, the Enactments relating to the Acqui- 
sition and Regulation of Rifle Ranges. 

6. An Act to continue the Glebe Loans (Ireland) 
Acts. 

7. An Act to apply the sum of twelve million 
seven Sandeek and thirteen thousand three 
hundred and eighteen pounds out of the Con- 
solidated Fund to the service of the year 
ending on the thirty-first day of March one 
thousand eight hundred and eighty-seyen. 

8. An Act to provide, during twelve months, 
al the Discipline and Regulation of the 


y. 

9, An Act to amend the Prisons Act of 1877, so 
far as regards the Superannuation of Prison 
Officers. 

10. An Act to repeal the Contagious Diseases 
Acts, 1866 to 1869. 

ll. An Act to provide for the Payment of 
Compensation for Da: done during a cer- 
tain Riot in the Metropolitan District. 

12. An Act to amend the Bankruptcy (Office 
Accommodation) Act, 1855. 
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13. An Act to provide for the transfer to the 
Dominion of Canada of the Lighthouse at 
Cape Race, Newfoundland, and its appurte- 
nances, and for other purposes connected 
therewith. 

14. An Act for extending the Hours within 
which Marriages may be lawfully solemnized. 

15. An Act to amend the Law as to the Rating 
of Lands occupied for Sporting purposes in 
Scotland. 

16. An Act to amend the Law in regard to the 
Vacating of Seats in the House of Commons. 

17. An Act to make temporary provision for the 
better Relief of the destitute Poor in Ireland. 

18. An Act to grant certain Duties of Customs 
and Inland Revenue, and to amend the laws 
relating to Inland Revenue. 

19. An Act to suspend for a period certain 
Payments under the National Debt Act, 1881 ; 
and to reduce for a like period the Permanent 
Annual Charge of the National Debt. 

20. An Act to amend the Law in respect to the 
Discovery and Interment of Persons drowned. 

21. An Act to amend the Burial Grounds (Scot- 
land) Act, 1855. 

22. An Act to amend the Enactments relating 
to Offices, Stations, and Buildings for the 
Metropolitan Police Force. 

23. An Act to amend the Companies Acts of 
1862, 1867, 1870, 1877, 1879, 1880, and 1883. 

24. An Act to continue and amend for a further 
limited period the Peace Preservation (Ire- 
land) Act, 1881. 

25. An Act for giving facilities for the care, 
education, and training of Idiots and Im- 


beciles. 
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26. An Act to apply a sum out of the Consoli- | 
dated Fund to the service of the year endin 
on the thirty-first day of March one thousan 
eight hundred and eighty-seven, and to ap- 
propriate the Supplies granted in this Session 
of Parliament. 

27. An Act to amend the Law relating to the 
Guardianship and Custody of Infants. 

28. An Act to amend the Law relating to 
Bankruptcy so far as relates to Agricultural 
Labourers’ Wages. 

29. An Act to amend the Law relating to the 
Tenure of Land by Crofters in the Highlands 
and Islands of Scotland, and for other pur- 
poses relating thereto. 

30. An Act to amend the Patriotic Fund Acts, 
1867 and 1881. 

31. An Act to remove doubts respecting the 
sitting and acting of the Chancellor and othér 
Officers of the University of Oxford as Jus- 
tices of the Peace. 

32. An Act to amend the Contagious Diseases 
(Animals) Act, 1878. 

33. An Act to amend the Law respecting In- 
ternational and Colonial Copyright. 

34. An Act to extend the time for the Repay- 
ment of Loans granted by the Governors of 
the Bounty of Queen Anne for the Augmen- 
tation of the Maintenance of the Poor Clergy 
to Incumbents of Benefices. 

35. An Act respecting the Representation in 
the Parliament of Canada of Territories which 
for the time being form part of the Dominion 
of Canada, but are not included in any 
Province. 

36. An Act to provide for the determination of 
the Acts respecting the Sale and Transfer of 
Incumbered Estates in the West Indies. 

37. An Act to remove certain doubts respecting 
the construction of the Patents, Designs, and 
Trade Marks Act, 1883, so far as respects the 
drawings by which specifications are required 
to be accompanied, and as respects exhi- 
bitions. 

38. An Act to provide Compensation for Losses 
by Riots. 

39. An Act to amend the Law relating to 
Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries. 

40. An Act to amend the Coal Mines Regulation 
Act, 1872. 

41. An Act to alter certain duties of Customs 
and to amend the laws relating to the Cus- 
toms, and for other purposes. 

42. An Act for amending the Law as to the 
ee of Revising Barristers in Eng- 
land. 
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43. An Act to amend the Law relating to the 
Appointment of Revising Barristers and the 
attendance of County Officers at Revision 
Courts in Ireland. 

44. An Act further to amend the Acts relati 
to the raising of Money by the Metropolitan 
Board of Works ; and for other purposes. 

45. An Act to grant Money for the purpose of 
loans by the Public Works Loan Commis. 
sioners, the Commissioners of Public Works 
in Ireland, the Irish Land Commission 
and the Fishery Board for Scotland, and to 
amend the Acts and make other provisions 
relating to the above-mentioned Commis- 
sioners and Board. 

46. An Act to amend the Act of the sixth and 
seventh years of William the Fourth, chapter 
one hundred and eight. 

47. An Act to appoint additional Commiis- 
sioners for executing the Acts for granting 
a Land Tax and other Rates and Taxes, 

48. An Act. to amend the Medical: Acts. 

49. An Act to empower the Admiralty to form 
a Harbour of Refuge at Peterhead, in the 
county of Aberdeen, and to execute . and 
maintain breakwater piers and other. works 
and conveniences in connection therewith; 
and for other purposes. 

50. An Act to amend the Law relating to the 
Terms of Removal from Houses in Scotland. 

51. An Act to make provision for the borrowing 
of Money by Parochial Boards, and for other 

urposes relating to the Relief of the Poor in 
cotland. 

52. An Act to amend the Law relating to the 
Maintenance of Married Women who shall 
have been deserted by their Husbands. 

53. An Act to amend the law relating to Sea 
Fishing Boats in Scotland. 

54. An Act to amend the Tithe Commutation 
Acts as to Extraordinary Tithe Rente' 
on hop grounds, orchards, fruit plantations, 
and masket gardens, and to provide for fixing 
the capital value thereof and the redemption 
of the same. 

55. An Act to limit the Hours of Labour of 
Children and Young Persons in Shops. 

56. An Act for the Protection of Children 
against the Sale to them of Intoxicating 
Liquors. 

57.. An Act to amend the provisions of the Par- 
liamentary Elections (Retuening Officers) 
Act, 1875. 

58. An Act to regulate the E agd to 
control the Charges of Returning Offige _2t 
Parliamentary Elections in Scotland. ~ | ,, 

59, An Act to amend the Labourers (Irelana) 
Acts. 
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The Acts contained in the following List, being Pustic Acts of a Local 


Character, are placed amongst the LocaL anp Personat Acts. 


i, An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under 


the Drai and. Improvement of Lands 
Act (Ireland), 1863, and the Acts amending 
the same, relating to the Glasheen River 
Drainage District, in the County of Cork. | 


xiy. An Act to confirm a Scheme under the 
Metropolitan Commons Act, 1866, and the | 


Metropolitan Commons Amendment Act, | 
1869, relating to Chislehurst Common. | 


xv. An Act to confirm the Provisional Order 


for the Regulation of Stoke Common, situated 
in the parishes of Stoke, Wyken, and Saint 
Michael, Coventry, in the county of War- 
wick, in pursuance of a report of the Land 


Commissioners for England. 


xvi. An Act to confirm the Provisional Order 


for the Regulation of the Commons, and the 
Provisional Order for the Inclosure of the | 
Common Fields, situated in the ish of | 
Totternhoe, in the county of Bedford, in pur- | 
suance of a Report of the Land Commission- 
ers for England. 


xvii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional ' 


Orders of the Local Government Board re- | 


Improvement Act District of Leek, the Local 
Government Districts of Bognor (two) and , 
Shepton Mallet, and the District of Weston | 


super Mare. 


xviii. An Act to confirm: certain Provisional | 


Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating ‘to the City'and Borough of Bath, the 
Borough of Harrogate, the Local Govern- 
ment District of Hendon, the Boroughs of 
Plymouth and Ramsgate, the Local Govern- | 
ment District of Reddish, and the Borough | 
of Shrewsbury. 

sa. an Act to confirm a Provisional Order of 
-.. Local Government Board under ‘the pro- 
visions of the Poor Law Amendment Act, 
1867, as extended by the Poor Law Act, 
1879, relating to the ‘Townships of Manches- 
ter and Hulme. 

xx. An Act to confirm certain Orders of the 
Local Government Board under the provi- 
sions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Law 





Amer’ment Act, 1876, as amended and ex- 

su by the Poor Law Act, 1879, relating 
to the Parishes of Glinton, Greetwell, Map- | 
pleton, Maxey, Newborough, Northborough, | 
Okeover, Peakirk, Snelston, Thorpe, and | 
Willingham Cherry; to the Townships of 
Alkmonton, Biggin, Calwich, Clifton and 
Compton, Ellastone, Hollington, Hulland, 
Longford, Mayfield, Newball, Newton 
Grange, Prestwood, Rand, and Shirley ; to 





n and Fulnetby ; 


the Chapelries. of Bullin 
ffeote and Under- 


and to the Liberty of 
wood, 

xxi: An, Act to, confirm certain Orders of the 
Local Government Board under the provi- 
sions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1876, as amended and ex- 
tended by the Poor Law: Act, 1879, relating 
te the Parishes of Ashburnham (two), Bright- 
ling, Catsfield, Dallington (two), Hartwell, 
Ninfield, Stoke Mandeville, and Warbleton. 

xxii,. An Act, to confirm certain Orders of the 
Local Government. Board under the provi- 
sions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1876, as amended and ex- 
tended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, relating 
to the Parishes of Blandford-Saint-Mary, 
Bryanston, Charlton-Adam, Charlton-Mack- 
rell, Compton-Dundon, King- Weston, Llan- 
gynog, Llanrhaidr-yn-Mochnant (Montgo- 
mery), Llanrhaidr-yn-Mochnant (Denbigh), 
Pennant,’ Pimperne, Steepleton Preston, 
Tarrant.Keynston, Tarrant-Rushton, Turn- 
worth, Winterborne-Clenston, and Winter- 
borne-Stickland. 


’ lating to the Borough of Aberavon, the Local , xxiii. An Act te confirm certain Orders of the 
Government District. of Great Harwood, the ' 


Local Government Board under the provi- 
sions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1876, as amended and ex- 
tended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, relating 
to the Parishes of Beaumont, Crosby-upon- 
Eden, Saint-Cuthbert’s-Without (Carlisle), 
and Stanwix ; and to the Townships of Cassop, 

* East Heddon, Fawdon, Newburn, Newburn- 
Hall, Quarrington, South Gosforth, Throck- 
ley, and Wallbottle. 

xxiv. An Act to confirm certain Orders of the 
Local Government Board under the provi- 
sions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1876,a8 amended and ex- 
tended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, relating 
to the Parish of Marton-with+Moxby ; to the 
Townships of Ampleforth-Birdforth, Ample- 
forth-Oswaldkirk, Ampleforth-Saint-Peter, 
Ayton West, Burniston, Byland (Coxwold), 
Cloughton, Harwooddale, Husthwaite, Hut- 
ton-Bushel, Oswaldkirk, Scalby, Silpho, 
Thornton-with-Baxly, and Wass; pes to 
the Chapelry of Farlington. 

li. An Act to enable Her Majesty’s Postmaster- 
General to acquire Lands in Birmingham for 
the Public Service. 

lii. An Act to further amend the Law relating 
to Turnpike Roads in South Wales. 

liii. An Act to enable the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners to make an advance to the Dean 
and Chapter of Westminster for the restora- 
tion and repair of Westminster Abbey. 
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1870, relating to Bridport Water, Deal 
Water, Kettering Water, Southwold Water, 
and Lyndhurst and Water. 

lx. An Act to confirm certain Provisional] 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
1870, relating to Cranleigh Water, Farnham 
Water, Frith Hill, Godalming, and Farn. 
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liv. An Act to confirm certain Provisional | 
Orders of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to the Dromore West and 
Kilrush Unions. 

ly. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board for Ireland re-| 
lating to the Town of Fermoy. 

lvi. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 

Orders made by the Board of Trade under} combe Water, Howden Water, and Tonbridge 
the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act,) Water. 
1870, relating to Chertsey Gas, Loughborough | lxi. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Gas, Melksham Gas, Menai Bridge Gas, and Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
Pocklington Gas. | lating to the Burnley Joint Hospital Dis- 

lvii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional; trict, the Local Government District of 


Orders under the Drainage and Improvement 
of Lands (Ireland) Act, 1863, and the Acts 
amending the same, relating to the Upper 
Nanny River Drainage District in the County | 
of Meath, and the Greanagh River Drainage 
District in the County of Limerick. 


lviii. An Act to confirm a Scheme made by a! 


Buxton, the Church and Clayton-le-Moors 
Joint Cemetery District, the Local Govern. 
ment Districts of East Ham and Llangollen, 
and the Boroughs of Halifax and West Brom- 
wich (two). 


lxii. An Act to confirm an Order of the Secre- 


tary for Scotland under the provisions of the 
General Police and Improvement (Scotland) 


Committee of the Lords of Her Majesty's 

Privy Council under the Municipal Corpora-| Act, 1862, relating to the Burgh of Leith. 

tions Act, 1882, relating to Higham Ferrers.) lxiii. An Act to confirm an Order in Council 
lix. An Act to confirm certain Provisional; of the Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council 


Orders made by the Board of Trade under; in Ireland relating to the Cork, Coachford, 
and Blarney Light Railway. 


the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
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LOCAL ACTS. 





The Titles to which the Letter P. is prefixed are Public Acts 
of a Local Character. 





P. i. A N Act to confirm a Provisional Order 

under the Drainage and Improve- 

ment of Lands Act (Ireland), 1863, and the 

Acts amending the same, relating to the 

Glasheen River Drainage District, in the 
County of Cork. 

ii. An Act for enabling the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners for England to convey and the 
Mayor and Commonalty and Citizens of the 
City of London to acquire and hold as open 
spaces certain lands at Highgate and Kilburn 
in the County of Middlesex and for other 


purposes. 

iii, An Act for the Abandonment of the Bea- 
consfield, Uxbridge and Harrow Railway. 

iy. An Act to extend the Time for the Comple- 
tion of the Forth Bridge Railway. 

y. An Act to make further provisions with 
respect to the Superannuation Fund for the 
Police of the West Riding of the county of 
York. 

vi. An Act for amending the Scottish Union 
and National Insurance Company's Act, 
1878; and for other purposes. 

vii. An Act for making a Railway from Lis- 
towel to Ballybunion in the county of 
Kerry; and for other purposes. 

viii. An Act for empowering the Mayor and 
Commonalty and Citizens of the City of 
London to make further and better provisions 
with reference to the London Central Mar- 
kets ; and for other purposes. 

ix, An Act to authorise the construction of a 
Bridge over the River Avon from Bristol to 
Totterdown and for other purposes. 

x. An Act for extending and ———s the 
buildings of tha University of Edinburgh , 
the acquisition of lands; and other purposes. 

xi. An Aet to consolidate the Preference Stocks 
of the Southampton Dock Company and to 
enable the London and South Western Rail- 
way Company to subscribe to the Capital of 
that Company and for other purposes. 

xii, An Act for making a Railway between 
Bray and Enniskerry in the county of Wick- 
low; and for other purposes. 

xiii. An Act to revive the powers and to extend 
the periods for the compulsory purchase of 
lands and to extend the periods for the com- 





pletion of certain authorised railways by the 
Dublin Wicklow and Wexford Railway Com- 
pany and to confer further powers on the 
Company with reference to their capital and 
to the Shillelagh and Newtownbarry Light 
Railway and for other purposes. 

P. xiv. An Act to confirm a Scheme under the 
Metropolitan Commons Act, 1866, and the 
Metropolitan Commons Amendment Act, 
1869, relating to Chislehurst Common. 

P, xv. An Act to confirm the Provisional Order 
for the Regulation of Stoke Common, situ- 
ated in the parishes of Stoke, Wyken, and 
Saint Michael, Coventry, in the county of 
Warwick, in pursuance of a report of the 
Land Commissioners for England. 

P, xvi. An Act to confirm the Provisional 
Order for the Regulation of the Commons, 
and the Provisional Order for the Inclosure 
of the Common Fields, situated in the parish 
of Totternhoe, in the county of Bedford, in 
pursuance of a Report of the Land Commis- 
sioners for England. 

P, xvii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Borough of Aberavon, the Local 
Government District of Great Harwood, the 
Improvement Act District of Leek, the Local 
Government Districts of Bognor (two) and 
Shepton Mallet, and the district of Weston 
super Mare. 

P. xviii. An Act to confirm certain Provi- 
sional Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to the City and Borough of Bath, 
the Borough of Harrogate, the Local Govern- 
ment District of Hendon, the Boroughs of 
Plymouth and Ramsgate, the Local Govern- 
ment District of Reddish, and the Borough of 
Shrewsbury. 

P. xix. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
of the Local Government Board under the 
provisions of the Poor Law Amendment Act, 
1867, as extended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, 
relating to the Townships of Manchester and 
Hulme. 

Pp. xx. An Act to confirm certain Orders of the 
Local Government Board under the provi- 
visions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1876, as amended and ex 
tended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, relating 
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to the Parishes of Glinton, Greetwell, Ma 
pet, Maxey, Newborough, Northborough, 

keover, Peakirk, Snelston, Thorpe, and 
Willingham Cherry; to the Townships of 
Alkmonton, Biggin, Calwich, Clifton and 
Compton, Ellastone, Hollington, Hulland, 
Longford, Mayfield, Newball, Newton Grange, 
Prestwood, Rand, and Shirley; to the Cha- 
pelries of Bullington and Fulnetby; and to 
the Liberty of Offcote and Underwood. 


P. xxi. An Act to confirm certain Orders of 
the Local Government Board under the pro- 
visions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Roe 
Amendment Act, 1876, as amended and ex- 
tended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, relating 
to the Parishes of Ashburnham (two), Bright- 
ling, Catsfield, Dallington (two), Hartwell, 
Ninfield, Stoke Mandeville, and Warbleton. 


P. xxii. An Act to confirm certain Orders of 
the Local Government Board under the pro- 
visions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1876, as amended and ex- 
tended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, relating 
to the Parishes of Blandford-Saint-Mary, 
Bryanston, Charlton-Adam, Charlton-Mack- 
rell, Compton-Dundon, King-Weston, Llan- 
gynog, Lianrhaidr-yn-Mochnant, (Mont- 
gomery ), Llanrhaidr-yn-Mochnant(Denbigh), 
Pennant, Pimperne, Steepleton, Preston, 
Tarrant-Keynston, Tarrant-Rushton, Turn- 
worth, Winterborne-Clenstone, and Winter- 
borne-Stickland. 


P. xxiii. An Act to confirm certain Orders of 
the Local Government Board under the pro- 
visions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1876, as amended and ex- 
tended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, relating 
to the Parishes of Beaumont, Crosby-upon- 
Eden, Saint-Cuthbert’s-Without (Carlisle), 
and Stanwix; and to the Townships of Cas- 
sop, East Heddon, Fawdon, Newburn, New- 
barn-Hall, Quarrington, South Gosforth, 
Throckley, and Wallbottle. 


Pp. xxiv. An Act to confirm certain Orders of 
the Local Government Board under the pro- 
visions of the Divided Parishes and Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1876, as amended and ex- 
tended by the Poor Law Act, 1879, relating 
to the Parish of Marton-with-Moxby; to the 
Townships of Ampleforth-Birdforth, Ample- 
forth-Oswaldkirk, Ampleforth-Saint-Peter, 
Ayton West, Burniston, Byland (Coxwold), 
Cloughton, Harwooddale, Husthwaite, Hut- 
ton-Bushel, Oswaldkirk, Scalby, Silpho, 
Thornton-with-Baxley, and Wass; and to 
the Chapelry of Farlington. 

xxv. An Act for incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Morecambe Tramways Com- 
pany. 

xxvi. An Act to authorise the East and West 
India Dock Company to consolidate their 
Debenture Stock and to raise further Money, 
and for other purposes. 

xxvii. An Act to empower the Corporation of 
Royal Leamington Spa in the County of 
Warwick to raise Money for the Improve- 
ment of their Pump Room Baths and Plea- 
sure Grounds; and for other purposes, 


xxviii. An Act to confer further Powers on the 
Pewsey and Salisbury Railway Company. 
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xxix. An Act for the abandonment of the 
Radstock, Wrington and Congresbury Junc. 
tion Railway. 

xxx. An Act for incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Solihull Gas Company. 

xxxi. An Act for incorporating and conferring 

wers on the Nuneaton Gaslight and Coke 
company Limited. 

xxxii. An Act to authorise the Newport (Mon. 
mouthshire) Gas Company to raise additional 
Capital; to extend their limits for the supply 
of Gas; and for other purposes. 

xxxiii. An Act to authorise the Waterworka 
Commissioners of Kirkcaldy and Dysart to 
raise additional Money ; and for other pur- 










poses. 

xxxiv. An Act for conferring further powers 
on the Tyne yymprovement Commissioners 
and for amending certain of the Tyne Im- 
provement Acts; and for other purposes. 

xxxy. An Act for incorporating and conferring 
powers on the Bridlington Gas Company. 

xxxvi. An Act to authorise the Loughborough 
Local Board to construct works for obtaining 
a further supply of Water and to borrow 
further money and to extend the limits 
within which the Local Board may supply 
Water ; and for other purposes. 

xxxvii, An Act to confer further powers on the 
London Brighton and South Coast Railway 
Company. 

xxxviii. An Act to confer further powers on the 
Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland 
Company and for other purposes. 

xxxix. An Act to confer further powers on the 
Barry Dock and Railways Company. 

xl. An Act to confer further powers on the 
London Chatham and Dover Railway Com- 

ny and for other purposes. 

xli, An Act to enable the Great Northern Rail- 
way Company (Ireland) to purchase the 
Newry Warrenpoint and Rostrevor Railway 
and to confer further powers on the said 
Company and on other companies in relation 
to the undertaking of that Company; and 
for other purposes. 

xlii. An Act to provide for the vesting of the 
undertaking of the Scinde, Punjaub and 
Delhi Railway Company in the Secretary of 
State in Council of India: and for other pur- 


poses. 

xliii. An Act for the granting of further powers 
to the Wrexham Gas Light Company, 

xliv. An Act to anthorise the Rhondda and 
Swansea Bay Railway Company to construct 
new and substi Railways to abandon 
the construction of portions of their autho- 
rised Railways and to amend the Acts re- 
lating to the Company and for other pur- 


poses. 

xlv. An Act to enlarge the time for opening 
the Brighton and Dyke Railway for the 
public conveyance of passengers. 

xlvi. An Act to authorise the Abandonment of 

the Railway authorised by the Ballymena 

and Portglenone Railway Act 1879 and the 

Tramways authorised by the Ballymena and 

Ahoghill Tramways Act 1885, : 

xlvii. An Act to authorise the transfer of the 

undertaking of the Marple’ Gas Company 

Limited to the Marple Local Board and for 


other purposes. 
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xlviii. An Act to enable the Liverpool United 
Gaslight Company to purchase additional 
lands and to erect Gasworks thereon to raise 
further money and for other p ; 

slix. An Act to authorise the magistrates and 
council of the tee of Falkirk to intercept 
the Sewage of the burgh and convey the same 


to the River Carron; and to make and main- 
tain new Drainage Works; and for other 


purposes. 

1. An Act to confer further powers on the 
Lanarkshire and Ayrshire Railway Company 
and for other purposes. 

P. li. An Act to enable Her Majesty’s Post- 
master-General to acquire Lands in Birming- 
ham for the Public Service. 

P. lii. An Act to further amend the Law re- 
lating to Turnpike Roads in South Wales. 

P. lili. An Act to enablé“@he Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners to make an advance to the 
Dean and Chapter of Westminster for the 
restoration and repair of Westminster Abbey. 

P. iiv. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to Dromore West and Kil- 
rush Unions. 

P. lv. An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
of the Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to the Town of Fermoy. 

P. lvi. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
1870, relating to Chertsey Gas, Loughborough 
Gas, Melksham Gas, Menai Bridge Gas, and 
Pocklington Gas. 

P. lvii. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders under the Drainage and Improvement 
of Lands (Ireland) Act, 1863, and the Acts 
amending the same, relating to the Upper 
Nanny River Drainage District in the County 
of Meath, and the Greanagh River Drainage 
District in the County of Limerick. 

P. lviii. An Act to confirm a Scheme made by 
a Committee of the Lords of Her Majesty's 
Privy Council under the Municipal Corpora- 
tions Act, 1882, relating to Higham Ferrers. 

P. lix. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
1870, relating to Bridport Water, Deal 
Water, Kettering Water, Southwold Water, 
and Lyndhurst Gas and Water. 

P. lx. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
1870, relating to Cranleigh Water, Farnham 
Water, Frith Hill, Godalming, and Farn- 
combe Water, Howden Water, and Ton- 
bridge Water. 

P. lxi. An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board re- 
lating to the Burnley Joint Hospital District, 
the Local Government District of Buxton, 
the Church and Clayton-le-Moors Joint 
Cemetery District, the Local Government 
Districts of East Ham and Llangollen, and 
oe Boroughs of Halifax and West Bromwich 

Wo). 

P. lxii. An Act to confirm an Order of the 
Secretary for Scotland under the provisions 
of the General Police and Improvement 
renna) Act, 1862, relating to the Burgh 
0 ith, 
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Pp. lxiii. An Act to confirm an Order in Council 
of the Lord Lieutenant and Privy Council in 
Treland relating to the Cork, Coach ford, and 
Blarney Light Railway. 

lxiv. An Act to authorise the Mayor Aldermen 
and Burgesses of the borough of Brighton to 
consolidate their Loans and create Corpora- 
tion Stock and for other purposes. 

Ixv. An Act to enable the Swansea Harbour 
Trustees to construct and maintain additional 
Works and conveniences within Swansea 
Harbour ; to raise further Money and to issue 
Stock ; and for other purposes. 

Ixvi. An Act to authorise the release of the 
Deposit with the Supreme Court of Judicature 
in Ireland in respect of the Sligo and Bun- 
doran Tramway. 

Ixvii. An Act to empower the Corporation of 
Ripon to make additional Waterworks and to 
make better provision for the regulation of 
their Markets and Fairs and for the Health 
and local Government of the City and for 
other purposes. 

Ixviii. An Act for dissolving the Burgess Hill 
and Saint John’s Common Water Company 
(Limited) for re-incorporating the proprietors 
therein with others and for conferring powers 
on the Company so to be incorporated and 
for other purposes. 

lxix. An Act to confer further powers on the 
South Shields Gas Company ; and for other 
purposes. 

lxx. An Act to authorise the Wallasey Tram- 
ways Company to abandon parts of their 
authorised tramways and for other purposes. 

Ixxi. An Act to extend the Powers of the Com- 
pany of Proprietors of Lambeth Waterworks. 

lxii. An Act for the making and maintaining of 
the Eastbourne Seaford and Newhaven Rail- 
way and for other purposes. 

Ixxiii. An Act to revive the Powers and extend 
the Periods for the Compulsory Purchase of 
Lands for and the Construction of the 
Oswestry and Llangynog Railway. 

Ixxiv. An Act to change the name of the 
Alliance British and Foreign Life and Fire 
Assurance Company, and to make provisions 
with respect to its capital, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Ixxv. An Act to make better provision for 
vesting the securities and property of the 
Commercial Union Assurance Company (Li- 
mited) in the Trustees of the Company and 
for other purposes, 

Ixxvi. An Act for extending the time for com- 
pleting certain works of the Caledonian Rail- 
way Company in the counties of Lanark and 
Stirling; for abandoning certain of their 
authorised lines, and sanctioning a line 
already constructed, in the county of Lanark ; 
for enabling them to construct a drain in 
connexion with their Gourock Branch ; for 
authorising agreements respecting their 
bridge over the Tay at Perth ; for conferring 
on them additional powers with respect to 
the harbour at Grangemouth ; for confirming 
an agreement made by them with the North 
British Railway Company; and for other 
purposes. 

Ixxvii. An Act to confer further Powers upon 
the Taff Vale Railway Company and for 
other purposes. 
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Ixxviii. An Act to confer further Powers on 
the Mayor Aldermen and Burgesses of the 
Borough of Ashton-under-Lyne for the Im- 
provement and good Government of the 
Borough and for other purposes. 

Ixxix. An Act to confer further Powers upon 
the Cleator and Workington Junction Rail- 
way Company ; and for other purposes. 

lxxx. An Act to empower the Corporation of 
Liverpool to improve the street known as 
Islington, to contribute to the enlargement 
of the Liverpool Royal Infirmary, to acquire 
the Netherfield Road Hospital ; and for other 
purposes. 

Ixxxi. An Act to authorise the East and West 
Yorkshire Union Railways Company to 
abandon certain of their authorised Railways 
and to construct other Railways in substi- 
tution therefor and to execute further works 
and to extend the time for the compulsory 
purchase of lands for and for the completion 
of their unabandoned Railways; and for 
other purposes. 

Ixxxii. An Act to authorise the East London 
Waterworks Company to execute further 
works and to raise further money in order to 
enable them to fulfil their Statutory obliga- 
tions relating to the supply of water or other- 
wise, and to meet the increased demand for 
water within their district to amend the Acts 


xciii. An act to authorise the Cambridge Uni- 


versity and Town Waterworks Company to 
construct additional Waterworks and to raise 
further Money and for other purposes 


xciv. An Act to incorporate a company for the 


construction of the Nottingham Suburban 
Railway ; and for other purposes. 


xcv. An Act for incorporating the Sidmouth 


Water Company and empowering them to 
acquire and construct Works and supply 
Water ; and for other purposes. 


xcvi. An Act to enable the Mayor Aldermen 


and Burgesses of the City of Bristol to oon- 
struct additional Dock Works and for other 
purposes. 


xevii. An Act to authorise the Hull Barnsley 


and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock 
Company to abandon certain works autho- 
rised by the Hull Barnsley and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock (Various Powers) 
Act 1883 to raise further money by preference 
shares or stock and for other purposes. 


xcviii. An Act for dissolving the Ardrossan Gas 


and Water Company, Limited, and re-incor- 
porating the Members thereof with others; 
and for enabling them to make and maintain 
additional waterworks, and to supply Gas 
and Water within places in the Parish of 
Ardrossan, in the County of Ayr; and for 
other purposes. 


xcix. An Act for conferring further Powers on 
the Glasgow and South-western Railway 
Company ; for converting and consolidating 
certain classes of their | enol and Stocks ; 


relating to that Company ; and for other 
purposes. 

Ixxxiii. An Act for incorporating and con- 
ferring powers upon the Leeds Hydraulic : 4 ” 
Power Company and for other purposes. and for epee | them to raise additional 

Ixxxiv. An Act to confer further Powers on Capital; and for other Plea fe Brich 
the London Tilbury and Southend Railway | © An Act for making a railway from Brighton 
Company. to Rottingdean an Newhaven in the county 

Ixxxv. An Act for empowering the Southwark | , of Sussex and for omy 8g stare Hundred 
and Vauxhall Water Company to construct | “An Act to empower the Ten wee additi ae 
additional works and to raise additional capital | Waterworks Company to construct ; f ” 
and for other purposes. W aterworks ; to extend their limits for the 

Ixxxvi. An Act to incorporate the Bute Docks | SUpply of Water; to raise further capital; 


Company ; and to transferto the Company so |_,.2"4 for other purposes. ‘ 
tnedepetenedl the Bute Docks Undertaking ; cii. An Act for conferring on the Trustses and 
and for other purposes. others claiming under the Will of the late 


Ixxxvii. An Act to authorise the Bexley Heath | Marquess of Bute further Powers = = 
Railway Company to make a new road and| construction of Works in connexion wit = 
sewer in connection with their authorised | Bute Docks at Cardiff and for amending the 
railway and to extend the time for the pur- | _ Bute Docks Acts and for other purposes. 
chase of land and completion of that railway | ciii. An Act to authorise the construction of 
and for other purposes. Railways in Lancashire to be called the 

Ixxxviii. An Act to amend the Dore and Chin- Burnley Clitheroe and Sabden Railway and 
ley Railway Acts 1884 and 1885 and forother | for other purposes. 
purposes. civ. An Act for incorporating the Harrow 

lxxxix. An Act to confer further powers on the Road and Paddington Tramways Company 
Girvan and Portpatrick Junction Railway | and for empowering them to construct Tram- 
Company and for other purposes. ways, and for other purposes. 

xc. An Act for authorising the election of Out- | cy. An Act to vest the Glasgow Bridges in the 
pensioners of the Hospital of Gilbert Earl of Magistrates and Council of Glasgow ; to 
Shrewsbury at Sheffield in the County of widen Glasgow Bridge ; and for other pur- 
York and for conferring larger powers of | _ poses. 
dealing with the income of the said Hospital ; evi. An Act for conferring further powers 
and for other purposes. upon the Great Western Railway Company 

xci. An Act tor incorporating and conferring} jn connexion with their own and other 
powers on the Rowley Regis and Blackheath} Undertakings and upon them and other 
Gas Company and for other purposes. Companies in connexion with Undertakings 

xcii. An Act to authorise a deviation of part of in which they are jointly interested ; for 
the Uxbridge and Rickmansworth Railway ; vesting in the Great Western Railway Com- 
to extend the time for completion; to enable pany the Undertaking of the Faringdon 
the Company to raise further Capital; and ilway Company ; for authorising and con- 
for other purposes. firming Agreements with other Companies 
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and with the Corporation of Chester ; and for | ¢ 
other purposes. 
vii. An Act to extend the boundaries of the 
Borough of Guildford to confer further 
powers upon the Corporation of Guildford 
with respect to their Water Undertaking to 
make further provision for the good govern- 
ment of the Borough and for other purposes. 

eviii. An Act for authorising the construction 
of a Railway between Harrow and Stanmore, 
in the County of Middlesex, to be called the 
Harrow and Stanmore Railway; and for 
other purposes. 

cix. An Act to authorise the construction of a | ¢ 
Sewer and other Works for preventing the 
discharge into the River Lee of effluent 


xiii. An Act to confer Additional Powers upon 


the Midland Railway Company for the Con- 
struction of Works and the Acquisition of 
Lands and otherwise in connexion with their 
own and other Undertakings, and for other 


purposes. 
exiv. An Act to empower the Mountain Ash 


Local Board to construct Gas and Water 
Works and to supply Gas and Water within 
their District to purchase certain: existing 
Gas and Water Works and the Workman’s 
Hall Mountain Ash to transfer the St. Mar- 
ret’s Burial Ground to the Local Board and 
or other purposes. 
xv. An Act for making and maintaining a 
Bridge across the River Trent at Stapenhill 
Ferry and for other purposes. 


Water or Sewage matter from the Sewerage | exyi. An Act to incorporate a Company and a 


Works of the Tottenham Local Board of 
Health and for other purposes. 

ex. An Act for the abandonment of part of the 
authorised Kingston and London Railway 


authorise the transfer to them of the Southern 
Section Undertaking of the Midland and 
South Western Junction Railway Company 
and for other purposes. 


and of lines connected‘therewith for transfer- | cxvii. An Act to authorise the Corporation of 


ring to and vesting in the London and South- 
western Railway Company alone the powers 
for making the unabandoned part of the 
Kingston and London Railway to authorise 
the transfer to the last-mentioned Company 
of the undertaking and powers of the Wimble- 
don and West Metropolitan Junction Railway 
Company to extend the periods limited for 
the purchase of lands and for the completion 
of the Wimbledon and West Metropolitan 


Junction Railway and for the completion of | ¢ 


the unabandoned portion of the Kingston 
and London Railway to authorise the London 
and South-western Railway Company to 
make a new Railway at Wimbledon and to 
acquire the undertakings of the Swanage and 
Bodmin and Wadebridge Railway Companies 
to make further provision as to the Southsea 


Oldham to construct additional Waterworks 
to increase the number of the Wards and of 
the Aldermen and Councillors of the Borough 
of Oldham to declare the Borough exempt 
from the jurisdiction of the Court of Record 
for the Hundred of Salford to confer further 
powers on the Corporation with respect to 
_Gasworks Cemeteries and other matters and 
to make further provision for the improve- 
ment and good government of the Borough. 

xviii. An Act to authorise the Folkestone 
Sandgate and Hythe Tramways Company to 
abandon a portion of the Tramway authorised 
by the Folkestone Sandgate and Hythe 
Tramways Act, 1884, to extend the time 
limited by that Act for the completion of 
works to construct new Tramways and for 
other purposes. 


Railway ; and for other purposes. exix. An Act for confirming the Agreement 


exi. An Act to amend the Manchester Ship 
Canal Act, 1885. 

exii. An Act to confer further powers on the 
Metropolitan Board of Works as to streets 
and open spaces; and for other purposes, 





between Lord Haldon and the Local Board of 
Health for the District of Torquay for the 
Sale of the Harbour Undertaking to autho- 
rise the creation of Local Board Stock and 


for other purposes. 
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PRIVATE ACTS, 


PRINTED BY THE QUEEN’S PRINTER. 


AND, WHEREOF THE PRINTED COPIES MAY BE GIVEN IN EVIDENCE. 


N Act to enable the Trustees of Thomas Saint George Hanover Square in the county 
Lord Walsingham's Settled Estate to of Middlesex and for other purposes in rela- 


grant building leases of land in the parish of | . tion thereto. 





PRIVATE ACTS, 


NOT PRINTED. 


AY Act to dissolve the Marriage of Louisa; An Act to dissolve the Marriage of Gerald 
Jane Moore Morgan Westropp with Ed-| Richard Brooke, of Kellystown House, Clon- 
ward Spread Morgan Westropp and toenable| _ silla, in the os of Dublin, Esquire, with 
her to marry again and for other purposes, the Honourable Kathleen Brooke, his now 
wife, and to enable him to marry again, and 


for other purposes. 


[SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE. 








SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE, SESSION 1886. 


RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 17 June 1886 ;—/or, 


RETURN “of the Number of Days on which Taz House Sar in the Session of 1886, stating, 
for each Day, the Date of the Month, and Day of the Week, the Hour of the Meeting, and 
the Hour of Adjournment ; and the Total Number of Hours occupied in the Sittings of The 
House, and the Average Time ; and showing the Number of Hours on which The House Sat 
each Day, and the Number of Hours after Midnight ; and the Number of Entries in each Day’s 
Votes and Proceedings” (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 0.139, of Session 1884-5). 

(Mr. Marjoribanks.) 
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SUMMARY, 





Month Days of | Hours of| Hours after! Entries in 
ont’. | Sitting.| Sitting.| Midnight. | Votes. 





| 

1886, | mm | =. 
| 
| 


January 3 
February ...... boo 
Mare 4s 20+ 00 


April sees soos 
1,512 


1,178 


May coeesecereee 


TUdscnces 








Total...... 5,842 











Average Length of Sitting, Daily, 7 Hours 47 Minutes. 





DIVISIONS OF THE HOUSE, SESSION 1886, 


Distinguishing the Drvistons on Pusiic Bustyess from Private; and also the 
Number of Divisions before and after Midnight.—( Part. Parer 0.138.) 





SUMMARY. 
Number of Divisions on Public Business before Midnight 
Ditto - os after Midnight 
Ditto—Private Business 9» before Midnight 
Ditto ” ” after Midnight 


Total Number of Divisions in Session 1886 





PUBLIC BILLS. 


RETURN of the Number of Pustic Bitzs introduced, and brought from the House or Lorps ; 
and of Acts passed in the Session of 1886.—(Part. Papgr 0.118.) 
Total Number of Bills which received the Royal Assent : 
(1.) Introduced into the House ... ove oe ove 68 


(2.) Brought from the House of Lords... ee ove 15 
83 


Total Number of Bills introduced into, but not passed by, the Commons .., 158 

Total Number of Bills brought from the Lords, but not passed by the 
Commons eee eee eee oe ove eco ee 3 

Total Number of Bills passed by the Commons, but not by the Lords ove 9 


Total eve ee 253 
= 











